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ACCOUNTABILITY FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF 
EDUCATION’S OVERSIGHT OF STUDENT 
LOANS AND THE READING FIRST PROGRAM 


Thursday, May 10, 2007 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Committee on Education and Labor 
Washington, DC 


The committee met, pursuant to call, at 10:31 a.m., in Room 
2175, Rayburn House Office Building, Hon. George Miller [chair- 
man of the committee] presiding. 

Present: Representatives Miller, Kildee, Payne, Andrews, 
Hinojosa, McCarthy, Tierney, Kucinich, Wu, Holt, Davis of Cali- 
fornia, Davis of Illinois, Bishop of New York, Sarbanes, Sestak, 
Loebsack, Altmire, Yarmuth, Hare, Shea-Porter, McKeon, Petri, 
Castle, Ehlers, Biggert, Platts, Keller, Wilson, Kline, Merchant, 
Fortune, Foxx, Davis of Tennessee, and Walberg. 

Staff present: Aaron Albright, Press Secretary; Tylease Alii, 
Hearing Clerk; Jeff Appel, GAO Detailee; Alice Cain, Senior Edu- 
cation Policy Advisor (K-12); Sarah Dyson, Administrative Assist- 
ant, Oversight; Denise Forte, Director of Education Policy; 
Gabriella Gomez, Senior Education Policy Advisor (Higher Edu- 
cation); Ryan Holden, Senior Investigator, Oversight; Lloyd 
Horwich, Policy Advisor for Subcommittee on Early Childhood, Ele- 
mentary and Secretary Education; Lamont Ivey, Staff Assistant, 
Education; Thomas Kiley, Communications Director; Ann-Frances 
Lambert, Administrative Assistant to Director of Education Policy; 
Ricardo Martinez, Policy Advisor for Subcommittee on Higher Edu- 
cation, Lifelong Learning and Competitiveness; Stephanie Moore, 
General Counsel; Alex Nock, Deputy Staff Director; Joe Novotny, 
Chief Clerk; Rachel Racusen, Deputy Communications Director; 
Julie Radocchia, Education Policy Advisor; Michael Zola, Chief In- 
vestigative Counsel, Oversight; Mark Zuckerman, Staff Director; 
James Bergeron, Minority Deputy Director of Education and 
Human Services Policy; Robert Borden, Minority General Counsel; 
Kathryn Bruns, Minority Legislative Assistant; Steve Forde, Mi- 
nority Communications Director; Taylor Hansen, Minority Legisla- 
tive Assistant; Amy Raaf Jones, Minority Professional Staff Mem- 
ber; Victor Klatt, Minority Staff Director; Lindsey Mask, Minority 
Director of Outreach; Linda Stevens, Minority Chief Clerk/Assist- 
ant to the General Counsel; and Brad Thomas, Minority Profes- 
sional Staff Member. 
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Chairman Miller [presiding]. Good morning. A quorum being 
present, the hearing of the Committee on Education and Labor on, 
“Accountability in the Department of Education’s Oversight of the 
Student Loans and the Reading Eirst Program,” will come to order. 

I want to welcome everyone to today’s hearing on, “Account- 
ability in the Department of Education’s Oversight of Student 
Loans and the Reading Eirst Program.” 

I would like to thank Secretary Spellings for taking time to tes- 
tify before us today, and we have a lot of ground to cover. 

Eor several months now, investigations by this committee and 
elsewhere at the state and federal level have produced a stream of 
troubling revelations about unethical practices in the student loan 
industry. 

We now know that for the last several years it has been a com- 
mon practice for lenders to offer gifts and other inducements to col- 
lege financial aid officers and others in exchange for high loan vol- 
ume. 

At a $74,000 cruise paid for by JP Morgan Chase in 2005, stu- 
dent financial aid officers dined on five spice quail and filet 
mignon. In one particularly egregious example of an apparent quid- 
pro-quo, Indiana University essentially accepted a $3 million line 
of credit from Sallie Mae in 2004, and later dropped out of the gov- 
ernment’s Direct Loan Program. 

We know that lenders have inappropriately accessed the Na- 
tional Student Loan Database in order to find private information 
about borrowers for marketing purposes. We know that lenders 
abused federal law to reap questionable windfalls, costing tax- 
payers hundreds of millions of dollars in overpayments. We know 
that lenders designed marketing materials to be deliberately mis- 
leading by making them look like official government correspond- 
ence in order to trick borrowers into responding. 

All of these practices come at the expense of students and their 
families. Lenders have spent millions of dollars to violate the law, 
and their illegal actions have cost families untold millions at a time 
of soaring college costs, and this is an outrage. These practices also 
carry a high cost for the federal taxpayers at a time of tight budg- 
ets and huge budget deficits, which is another outrage. 

The federal student loan programs must be managed in the best 
interests of students, parents and taxpayers. Doing so is the re- 
sponsibility of the Department of Education. I agree with New 
York Attorney General Andrew Cuomo that testified before this 
committee last month when he said that the department had been 
“asleep at the switch” when it comes to overseeing the federal stu- 
dent loan programs. In fact, Mr. Cuomo might have been too polite. 

Although I applaud the proposal of the administration’s 2008 
budget to reduce some of the excessive subsidies made to lenders — 
subsidies that essentially finance bad lender behavior — the admin- 
istration has otherwise failed to provide meaningful oversight on 
the student loan industry. 

In 2001, the Bush administration scrapped plans to issue a “Dear 
Colleague” letter to schools and lenders instructing them to end the 
practice of trading gifts and other inducements for student loan 
volume. 
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In 2003, the administration ignored an alert memorandum from 
the department’s inspector general urging similar action. 

In January 2007, the administration allowed nearly 300 million 
taxpayer dollars to walk out the door because of an antiquated 
loophole that allows lenders to hill the government at a higher rate 
of interest. The department knew about this “9.5 percent loophole” 
for years but failed to close it. 

Over the last several months. New York Attorney General 
Cuomo has led the way in the investigations into the student loan 
industry, and many other state attorneys general have begun their 
own investigations. But the Department of Education has been con- 
spicuously missing from action. 

What makes all of these even more troubling is that many Edu- 
cation Department officials who have worked directly on the stu- 
dent loan programs appear, according to press accounts, to have 
their own conflicts of interest. 

Some have owned stock in student lending companies. Others are 
part of a revolving door between the industry and the department. 
And I am pleased that the department’s inspector general has 
agreed to my request to investigate these conflicts of interest. We 
need to know whether these conflicts help explain the department’s 
incredible oversight failures. 

The work of the Office of the Inspector General brings us to the 
second topic of today’s hearing: Reading First, a program that was 
rife with conflicts of interest that the inspector general exposed in 
2006. 

In a committee hearing last month, we heard testimony from 
three former members of a committee hand-picked by the Edu- 
cation Department to review products that educators use to assess 
children’s progress in learning to read. 

All three of those former committee members — Roland Good, Ed 
Kame’enui and Deborah Simmons — profited either directly or indi- 
rectly from the sale of a specific reading product that states were 
inappropriately pressured to use if they wanted to get federal grant 
money. 

We learned from the education inspector general about his refer- 
rals to the Justice Department regarding potential criminal mis- 
conduct by Reading First officials. 

We also heard how the former director of Reading First, Chris 
Doherty, had improperly bullied states into using specific reading 
products. Mr. Doherty’s wife worked for an organization linked to 
those products, a fact that Mr. Doherty repeatedly failed to disclose 
on financial forms he filed while an employee of the Education De- 
partment. 

Here again we have to ask why the White House and the Depart- 
ment of Education allowed this mismanagement to continue un- 
checked. Mr. Doherty, in his testimony, provided one troubling ex- 
planation: that he was just following the department’s orders. Mr. 
Doherty testified, “I respected the chain of command at the Depart- 
ment of Education, faithfully executing orders from my superiors, 
which I never had reason to question, and keeping superiors in- 
formed about the program.” 

When I look at the whole body of evidence that has been 
amassed about both the student loan and Reading First programs. 
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it is clear that, at a minimum, that the Education Department’s 
oversight failures have been monumental. 

But many people, including me, are wondering if that is the end 
of the story. Was this simply laziness? Was this incompetence? Was 
it a deliberate decision to look the other way while these things 
happened? Or was it a failing more sinister than that? These are 
the questions that we are hoping to bring to answer today. 

By an overwhelming bipartisan vote of 414 to three, the House 
yesterday approved legislation, sponsored by Mr. McKeon and my- 
self, the Student Loan Sunshine Act, to clean up the student loan 
industry. We are considering proposals to eliminate conflicts of in- 
terest from every program within the Department of Education, in- 
cluding Reading First. 

I am hopeful that the testimony we will receive and the discus- 
sion we will have today will assist us in these efforts. We must 
make sure that problems like the ones I have described do not re- 
peat themselves. Students, children, parents, educators and tax- 
payers deserve to know that the government is working on their 
behalf, not for the financial benefit of a handful of well-connected 
individuals and organizations. 

And at this time, I would like to recognize the gentleman from 
California, the senior Republican of the committee, Mr. McKeon. 

Prepared Statement of Hon. George Miller, Chairman, Committee on 
Edueation and Labor 

Good morning. Welcome to today’s hearing on “Accountability for the Department 
of Education’s Oversight of Student Loans and the Reading First Program.” 

I’d like to thank Secretary Spellings for taking the time to testify before us today. 
We have a lot of ground to cover. 

For several months now, investigations by this committee and elsewhere at the 
state and federal level have produced a stream of troubling revelations about uneth- 
ical practices in the student loan industry. 

We now know that, in the last several years, it has been common practice for 
lenders to offer gifts and other inducements to college financial aid officers in ex- 
change for higher loan volume. 

At a $74,000 cruise paid for by JP Morgan Chase in 2005, student financial aid 
officers dined on five spice quail and filet mignon. 

In one particularly egregious example of an apparent quid-pro-quo, Indiana Uni- 
versity essentially accepted a $3 million line of credit from Sallie Mae in 2004, and 
later dropped out of the government’s Direct Loan program. 

We know that lenders have inappropriately accessed the National Student Loan 
Database in order to find private information about borrowers for marketing pur- 
poses. 

We know that lenders abused federal law to reap questionable windfalls, costing 
taxpayers hundreds of millions of dollars in overpayments. 

All of these practices come at the expense of students and their families. 

Lenders have spent millions of dollars to violate the law, and their illegal actions 
have cost families untold millions. At a time of soaring college costs, this is an out- 
rage. 

These practices also carry a high cost for federal taxpayers. At a time of tight 
budgets and huge budget deficits, this too is an outrage. 

The federal student loan programs must be managed in the best interests of stu- 
dents, parents, and taxpayers. Doing so is the responsibility of the U.S. Department 
of Education. 

I agree with New York Attorney General Andrew Cuomo, who testified before this 
committee last month and said that the Department has been ’asleep at the switch’ 
when it comes to overseeing the federal student loan programs. 

In fact, Mr. Cuomo might have been too polite. 

Although I applaud tbe proposal in the administration’s 2008 budget to reduce 
some of the excessive subsidies made to lenders — subsidies that essentially finance 
bad lender behavior — the administration has otherwise failed to provide meaningful 
oversight of the student loan industry. 
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In 2001, the Bush administration scrapped plans to issue a Dear Colleague letter 
to schools and lenders instructing them to end the practice of trading gifts and other 
inducements for student loan volume. 

In 2003, the administration ignored an alert memorandum from the Department’s 
Inspector General urging similar action. 

In January 2007, the administration allowed nearly 300 million teixpayer dollars 
to walk out the door because of an antiquated loophole that allows lenders to bill 
the government at a higher rate of interest. The Department knew about this “9.5 
percent loophole” for years — but failed to close it. 

Over the last several months, New York Attorney General Cuomo has led the way 
with investigations into the student loan industry, and many other state attorneys 
general have begun their own investigations. But the U.S. Department of Education 
has been conspicuously missing in action. 

What makes all of this even more troubling is that many Education Department 
officials who have worked directly on the student loan programs appear, according 
to press accounts, to have their own conflicts of interest. 

Some have owned stock in student lending companies. Others are part of a revolv- 
ing door between the industry and the Department. I am pleased that the Depart- 
ment’s Inspector General has agreed to my request to investigate these conflicts of 
interest. We need to know whether these conflicts help explain the Department’s in- 
credible oversight failures. 

The work of the Office of the Inspector General brings us to the second topic of 
today’s hearing: Reading First, a program that has been rife with conflicts of inter- 
est that the Inspector General exposed in September 2006. 

In a committee hearing last month, we heard testimony from three former mem- 
bers of a committee hand-picked by the Education Department to review products 
that educators use to assess children’s progress in learning to read. 

All three of those former committee members — Roland Good, Ed Kame’enui, and 
Deborah Simmons — profited either directly or indirectly from the sale of a specific 
reading product that states were inappropriately pressured to use if they wanted 
to get federal grant money. 

We learned from the Education Inspector General about his referrals to the De- 
partment of Justice regarding potentially criminal misconduct by Reading Eirst offi- 
cials. 

We also heard how the former Director of Reading First, Chris Doherty, had im- 
properly bullied states into using specific reading products. Mr. Doherty’s wife 
worked for an organization linked to those products, a fact that Mr. Doherty repeat- 
edly failed to disclose on financial forms he filed while an employee of the Education 
Department. 

Here again, we have to ask why the White House and the Department of Edu- 
cation allowed this mismanagement to continue unchecked. Mr. Doherty, in his tes- 
timony, provided one troubling explanation: that he was just following the Depart- 
ment’s orders. 

Mr. Doherty testified: “I respected the chain of command at the Department of 
Education, faithfully executing orders from superiors, which I never had reason to 
question, and keeping superiors informed about the program.” 

When I look at the whole body of evidence that has been amassed about both the 
student loan and Reading First programs, it is clear that — at a minimum — the Edu- 
cation Department’s oversight failures have been monumental. 

But many people, including me, are wondering if that’s the end of the story. Was 
this simply laziness? Was this incompetence? Was it a deliberate decision to look 
the other way while these things happened? Or was it a failing more sinister than 
that? These are the questions that I’m hoping we will begin to answer today. 

By an overwhelming vote of 414-3, the House yesterday approved legislation — the 
Student Loan Sunshine Act — to clean up the student loan industry. We are consid- 
ering proposals to eliminate conflicts of interest from every program within the De- 
partment of Education, including Reading Eirst. 

I am hopeful that the testimony we will receive and the discussion we will have 
today will assist us in these efforts. 

We must make sure that problems like the ones I have described do not repeat 
themselves. 

Students, children, parents, educators, and teixpayers deserve to know that the 
government is working on their behalf — not for the financial benefit of a handful 
of well-connected individuals and organizations. 

I now recognize the gentleman from California, the senior Republican of the Com- 
mittee, Mr. McKeon. 

Thank you. 
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Mr. McKeon. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for convening today’s 
hearing. 

And, Madam Secretary, thank you for joining us, and welcome 
back to our committee. I look forward to your testimony and our 
discussion about the steps the department and Congress are taking 
to reaffirm trust in our nation’s financial aid system as well as in 
Reading First. 

Oversight is a healthy congressional practice. It has led to some 
key reforms within the Washington bureaucracy, and I look for- 
ward to continuing as a partner in such an effort. 

Similarly, oversight within the Department of Education is cer- 
tainly nothing new. During the late 1990s, as many of us on this 
panel remember, the department failed a series of internal audits. 
An estimated $450 million was lost to waste and fraud. Money in- 
tended for South Dakota schools, for example, was diverted to buy 
real estate, and a massive theft ring started by a department em- 
ployee led to federal charges against 19 people. 

After years of work to clean up this mess, in 2003, the Bush ad- 
ministration announced the department’s first independent clean 
audit in years, and they have followed suit each year since. More 
recently, in 2005, our federal student aid programs were removed 
from the Government Accountability Office’s high risk designation 
list after 15 years. 

My colleagues, this turnaround didn’t happen by accident, and I 
am confident the department will continue to be a partner in ad- 
dressing the challenges before us. 

As we continue with our oversight of the department, I am com- 
pelled to express a few concerns to help lay the groundwork for this 
hearing. 

First, I am often puzzled and, frankly, concerned by claims that 
men and women with a deep understanding of a particular policy 
area should have no role to play in an agency that deals each day 
with matters of that very same area of policy. 

Chairman Miller, you and I have a deep interest and, as a result, 
a deep background with regard to education and labor issues. That 
is why we are sitting in these seats after all. To argue that our 
background and depth of knowledge taints us and should bar us 
from legislating on these matters is not sensible. 

The same holds true, in my opinion, with regard to our federal 
agencies. This was the case in the Clinton administration when so- 
called industry insiders staffed the Department of Education. Noth- 
ing was wrong with it then; likewise, nothing is wrong with it now. 

Secondly, and I noted this on the floor yesterday when we consid- 
ered the bipartisan Student Loan Sunshine Act, we need to keep 
in mind the fact that the vast majority of the men and women in- 
volved in our nation’s financial aid and Reading First programs are 
hardworking, well-intentioned public servants. If we broadly con- 
demn then, including the vast majority who do exceptional work, 
we do so at our own peril and risk undermining public confidence 
in student aid programs and a Reading First Program that, by all 
accounts, are working well for millions of American students and 
their families. 

And, finally, I believe oversight should lead to action, not merely 
headlines. Overzealous oversight all too often triggers overly broad 
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requests for information that can distract an agency from serving 
the needs of those who depend on it. In this instance, that is stu- 
dent, parents and taxpayers. 

Similarly, we must be cautious not to engage in an endless par- 
tisan fishing expedition that after awhile runs the risk of becoming 
a witch hunt instead of a serious pursuit of changes to public pol- 
icy. 

With regard to serious changes to public policy, Mr. Chairman, 
I believe our bipartisan vote yesterday on the Student Loan Sun- 
shine Act has gotten us off to a good start. Through that bill, we 
have taken key steps to ensure our financial aid system continues 
to serve the needs of the students who depend on it for a chance 
at a college education. 

Madam Secretary, I was pleased to read in your prepared testi- 
mony that your Student Loan Task Force has made a number of 
recommendations that will now be incorporated into the regulatory 
process. 

Going beyond these recommendations, I am hopeful that soon 
you will reopen the National Student Loan Data System so student 
lenders again will be able to fully participate in this system and 
provide the best possible service to families counting on a student 
loan to attend college this coming fall and graduates planning to 
consolidate their loan prior to July 1 when variable loan interest 
rates are expected to increase on existing loans. 

I think this is very important that this be done quickly, because 
we are at a crucial time for these prospective students and grad- 
uates. 

On Reading First, Madam Secretary, I applaud the immediate 
administrative changes you have implemented in light of the in- 
spector general’s report. 

Mr. Chairman, as you know, Mr. Castle and I introduced legisla- 
tion several weeks ago to codify the inspector general’s rec- 
ommendations. We all are in agreement that Reading First is a 
successful and worthy program. Now we must take the initiative 
to change the law accordingly to ensure past instances of mis- 
management never repeat themselves again. 

Mr. Castle’s and my bill will do that, and I urge its speedy pas- 
sage in committee. 

Once again. Madam Secretary, I thank you for joining us today. 
I look forward to your testimony and our discussion. 

And, Chairman Miller, I look forward to a productive hearing 
that will point us in the direction of real issues, real action on the 
two important issues before us today. 

Prepared Statement of Hon. Howard P. “Buek” MeKeon, Senior Republican 
Member, Committee on Education and Labor 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for convening today’s hearing. And Madam Secretary, 
I thank you for joining us and welcome you hack to our Committee. I look forward 
to your testimony and our discussion about the steps the Department and Congress 
are taking to reaffirm trust in our nation’s financial aid system, as well as Reading 
First. 

Oversight is a healthy congressional practice. It has led to some key reforms with- 
in the Washington bureaucracy, and I look forward to continuing as a partner in 
such an effort. 

Similarly, oversight within the Department of Education is certainly nothing new. 
During the late 1990s, as many of us on this panel remember, the Department 
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failed a series of internal audits. An estimated $450 million was lost to waste and 
fraud. Money intended for South Dakota schools, for example, was diverted to buy 
real estate and new cars; more than $1 million was lost to false overtime payments; 
and a massive theft ring, started by a Department employee, led to federal charges 
against 19 people. After years of work to clean up this mess, in 2003, the Bush Ad- 
ministration announced the Department’s first independent, clean audit in years. 
And they have followed suit each year since. More recently, in 2005, our federal stu- 
dent aid programs were removed from the Government Accountability Office’s High- 
Risk designation list after 15 years. My colleagues, this turnaround didn’t happen 
by accident, and I am confident the Department will continue to be a partner in 
addressing the challenges before us. 

As we continue with our oversight of the Department, I am compelled to express 
a few concerns to help lay the groundwork for this hearing. First, I’m often puzzled 
and, frankly, concerned by claims that men and women with a deep understanding 
of a particular policy area have no role to play in an agency that deals each day 
with matters of that very same area of policy. Chairman Miller, you and I have a 
deep interest — and, as a result — a deep background with regard to education and 
labor issues. That’s why we’re sitting in these seats, after all. To argue that our 
background and depth of knowledge taints us and should bar us from legislating on 
these matters is not sensible. The same holds true, in my opinion, with regard to 
our federal agencies. This was the case in the Clinton Administration, when so- 
called “industry insiders” staffed the Department of Education, and nothing was 
wrong with it then. Likewise, nothing is wrong with it now. 

Secondly — and I noted this on the floor yesterday when we considered the bipar- 
tisan Student Loan Sunshine Act — we need to keep in mind the fact that the vast 
majority of the men and women involved in our nation’s financial aid and Reading 
First programs are hard-working, well-intentioned public servants. If we broadly 
condemn them, including the vast majority who do exceptional work, we do so at 
our own peril and risk undermining public confidence in student aid programs and 
a Reading First program that — by all accounts — are working well for millions of 
American students and their families. 

And finally, I believe oversight should lead to action, not merely headlines. Over- 
zealous oversight all too often triggers overly-broad requests for information that 
can distract an agency from serving the needs of those who depend on it. In this 
instance, that’s students, parents, and taxpayers. Similarly, we must be cautious not 
to engage in an endless, partisan fishing expedition that — after a while — runs the 
risk of becoming a witch hunt instead of a serious pursuit of changes to public pol- 
icy. 

With regard to serious changes to public policy, Mr. Chairman, I believe our bi- 
partisan vote yesterday on the Student Loan Sunshine Act has gotten us off to a 
great start. Through that bill, we have taken key steps to ensure our financial aid 
system continues to serve the needs of the students who depend on it for a chance 
at a college education. Madam Secretary, I was pleased to read in your prepared 
testimony that your student loan task force has made a number of recommendations 
that will now be incorporated into the regulatory process. Going beyond these rec- 
ommendations, I am hopeful that soon you will re-open the National Student Loan 
Data System so student lenders again will be able to fully participate in the system 
and provide the best possible service to families counting on a student loan to at- 
tend college this coming fall and to graduates planning to consolidate their loans 
prior to July 1st, when variable interest rates are expected to increase for existing 
loans. 

On Reading First, Madam Secretary, I applaud the immediate administrative 
changes you have implemented in light of the Inspector General’s reports. Mr. 
Chairman, as you know, Mr. Castle and I introduced legislation several weeks ago 
to codify the Inspector General’s recommendations. We all are in agreement that 
Reading First is a successful and worthy program. Now, we must take the initiative 
to change the law accordingly to ensure past instances of mismanagement never re- 
peat themselves again. Mr. Castle’s and my bill will do that, and I urge its speedy 
passage in Committee. 

Once again. Madam Secretary, I thank you for joining us today. I look forward 
to your testimony and our discussion. And Chairman Miller, I look forward to a pro- 
ductive hearing that will point us in the direction of real action on the two impor- 
tant issues before us today. 


Chairman Miller. I thank the gentleman for his statement. 
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Without objection, all members will have 14 days to submit addi- 
tional materials or questions for the hearing record. 

Before proceeding to introduce our witness, the secretary, let me 
lay out the process we will follow in this investigative hearing. 

We will begin with a 10-minute statement by Secretary 
Spellings. To ensure that we have a full opportunity to flesh out 
relevant facts for the record, I am exercising my prerogative as 
chair, pursuant to Rule 2(b) to extend the 5-minute rule for myself 
and Mr. McKeon. 

Following Secretary Spelling’s testimony, Mr. McKeon and I will 
each engage in a 20-minute round of questioning, after which other 
members will participate under the 5-minute rule. 

I would also alert the members that I think we are expecting a 
series of votes here, I am told five votes, which may provide a con- 
siderable interruption in the hearing rather quickly. 

But, clearly, I believe we will have time. Madam Secretary, for 
your testimony at a pace in which you will be comfortable deliv- 
ering it. 

Margaret Spellings is the U.S. secretary of education. Prior to 
being appointed to that position in January 2005, Ms. Spellings 
served as President Bush’s assistant for domestic policy where she 
helped develop the No Child Left Behind law and other education 
policies. 

Additionally, she served for 6 years as President Bush’s senior 
education advisor, developing and implementing then Governor 
Bush’s education reforms and policies in the state of Texas. 

And during her stint, certainly, as secretary, she has been very 
helpful to this committee as we have dealt with the implementa- 
tion of No Child Left Behind. 

And we appreciate that, and we look forward to your testimony. 
And thank you for making this time available. 

STATEMENT OF HON. MARGARET SPELLINGS, SECRETARY, 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

Secretary Spellings. Thank you, Mr. Chairman and members. I 
very much appreciate this opportunity to set the record straight on 
my department’s oversight of college student aid and the Reading 
First Program. 

Federal student aid is crying out for reform. The system is re- 
dundant, it is Byzantine and it is broken. In fact, it is often more 
difficult for students to get aid than it is for bad actors to game 
the system. 

For example, throughout the 1990s, millions of dollars meant to 
help families foot the bill for college were subject to waste, fraud 
and abuse. Since President Bush took office, we have worked hard 
to clean up this system. 

Today, the majority of schools and lenders are doing the right 
thing, but when the public’s trust is violated, my department has, 
and will, act. 

For example, since last August, I have been working to address 
urgent issued, like preferred lender lists and inducements through 
the rulemaking process that you set up by law. I invited this com- 
mittee and its counterpart in the Senate to suggest people to join 
this process. 
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At that time, Mr. Chairman, you and other members of this com- 
mittee sent me a letter requesting that I delay further action until 
Congress could act. I appreciate very much the fact that yesterday 
the House of Representatives took an important first step in this 
process, but in the absence of completed congressional action, it has 
been my duty to expedite reform. 

So in December, I convened representatives from student groups, 
institutions and the lending community, as is required to fully rep- 
resent all stakeholders, and asked them to look at ways to make 
the system more transparent and easier to use for millions of stu- 
dents and families. 

When the committee failed to reach consensus last month, I im- 
mediately assembled an internal task force to work on these key 
issues. They reported to me yesterday with recommendations to 
end unethical practices, put students’ needs first and maintain 
trust and integrity throughout the system. 

The task force recommended new plans to inject more choice, 
competition and transparency into federal student aid. These plans 
will ensure every borrower has the right to choose any lender and 
require that if a school has a preferred lender list, it must disclose 
how and why lenders are chosen. It must include a minimum of 
three unaffiliated lenders, and it must not favor some students 
more than others. 

In addition, we have strengthened longstanding guidance on 
what is legal and what is not with regard to inducements. This in- 
cludes a ban on gifts and steps to limit deceptive marketing by 
lenders. I will work to release draft regulations to be printed in the 
Federal Register by the end of this month. Even if and when a law 
is passed, I will have jumpstarted the regulatory process which 
would ordinarily be just beginning its 18th plus month timeline. 

There is more work ahead, of course, but I can’t do it alone. We 
must work together to change existing law. The opportunity to 
enact critical reform has come and gone since 2003 when the High- 
er Education Act became eligible for renewal. Students deserve ac- 
tion now. 

But let me be clear: If we limit our efforts to lending practices 
without addressing the interrelated nature of cost, financing, qual- 
ity and accessibility in higher education, we are only treating the 
symptoms instead of finding the cure. 

We all know that federal student aid has failed to keep up with 
dramatic changes in higher education, like soaring tuition costs 
and a lack of transparency that makes oversight and real consumer 
choice more difficult, let alone the rising demands of our knowledge 
economy that have caused enrollment to nearly triple over the last 
25 years while costs have increased nearly 400 percent in that 
same time period. 

That is why, shortly after becoming secretary 2 years ago, I ap- 
pointed a commission to make higher education more responsive to 
the needs of students, parents, educators and the business commu- 
nity. That commission found that when it comes to controlling costs 
we, at the federal level, certainly have a role to play. Currently, 
there are 20 federal programs aiding students and more than 200 
federal laws governing higher education — layer upon layer of com- 
plexity and inefficiency. 
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My department oversees federal student loans. Private loans, 
which have lately been the focus of so much attention, are overseen 
by other agencies, like the FTC, the FDIC, the SEC and the Fed- 
eral Reserve. Therefore, I am convening the chairs of all these rel- 
evant agencies to coordinate a government-wide endeavor to end 
student loan abuse no matter where it occurs. 

Mr. Chairman, I invite your committee and your colleagues in 
the Senate to help me lead this effort to restore faith in student 
financial aid broadly. We cannot fix this broken enterprise by cher- 
ry-picking a few narrow issues to address. We must peel back the 
layers, increase transparency, streamline the entire system and 
provide much more aid to students, which is exactly what we have 
been doing. 

I have already provided you with written testimony that de- 
scribes in detail how we have improved management and reduced 
the default outstanding loan portfolio by 40 percent since 2001. 
More recently, I have tightened oversight of our student loan data- 
base and sent on-site teams to review the lender relationships of 
the 44 schools highlighted in recent reports. 

In addition, since my commission’s report, we have been acting 
on their recommendations to increase affordability, accessibility 
and accountability in higher ed. We have worked to streamline and 
increase federal aid, strengthening the accrediting process and tell- 
ing students much earlier who they qualify for aid. 

Earlier this year. President Bush proposed the largest increase 
in federal Pell Grants in 30 years, and I am glad that the Congress 
has taken steps to help accomplish that goal. 

And I hope very much that we can work together in that same 
bipartisan spirit to execute the commission’s remaining rec- 
ommendations and reauthorize the Higher Education Act this year. 

Mr. Chairman, 5 years ago, with No Child Left Behind, we 
worked across party lines and committed to have every child on 
grade level by 2014. Today, this law is working, shining a spotlight 
on student achievements and building demand for further changes, 
like keeping America’s teenagers from dropping out of school. 

An integral part of that program is the Reading First Program, 
the largest, most effective reading initiative in our nation’s history. 
The latest data shows that Reading First is producing sizable gains 
in fluency and comprehension for nearly 2 million first, second and 
third graders. I am deeply concerned about the report Senator Ken- 
nedy released yesterday, and my department is working with the 
inspector general on this matter, as we have done previously. 

Last fall, I put in place new leadership to oversee Reading First 
and issued clear guidance and training in implementation. I have 
sought input from states on how to improve the program and devel- 
oped a new charter to strengthen peer reviews, and I have directed 
my general counsel to take further steps to prevent conflicts of in- 
terest. 

But together we can and must do more. From K-12 to higher 
education, you and I now have an opportunity to enact meaningful 
new policies that make a real difference for students and families, 
as we have done before. 

Both No Child Left Behind and the Higher Education are up for 
renewal again this year. Where these laws need changing, let’s do 
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it. Where families need our help, let’s provide it. Together, we can 
enact policies that help prepare more students for college and make 
sure they can afford it when they get there. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I would he happy to answer your 
questions. 

[The statement of Secretary Spellings follows:] 

Prepared Statement of Hon. Margaret Spellings, Secretary, U.S. 

Department of Education 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee. I appreciate this op- 
portunity to set the record straight on my department’s oversight of college student 
aid and the Reading First program. 

We’ve heard a lot lately about alleged unethical practices in the student loan in- 
dustry. Students and families expect and deserve honest, ethical behavior from our 
government, our universities, and our lenders. 

Annually, ten million students in our country receive Federal financial aid. My 
department is the means by which almost half of them are able to afford college. 
We work with schools and lenders across our country. The vast majority of them 
are doing the right thing for students. 

However, the fact is, federal student aid is crying out for reform. The system is 
redundant, it’s Byzantine, and it has failed to keep up with dramatic changes in 
higher education. In many ways, it’s also a prime target for those looking to game 
the system. 

In the instances when the public’s trust is violated, it’s our responsibility to act — 
and that is what we’ve done. 

Federal Student Aid Purposes, Operational Scope and Scale 

The Department of Education’s grant, loan, and work-study programs represent 
the largest source of student aid for postsecondary education in the United States. 
In 2006, these programs provided approximately $77 billion to more than ten mil- 
lion students and their families. 

Federal Student Aid is charged with operational responsibility for oversight and 
administration of all the Department’s Federal student financial assistance pro- 
grams under Title IV of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (HEA) and, as one of the 
government’s few Performance-Based Organizations, upholds high standards of 
operational efficiency, innovation, and customer care. 

The Higher Education Amendments of 1998 established Federal Student Aid, 
under the direction of the Secretary, as the Federal Government’s first Performance- 
Based Organization, with particular emphasis on modernizing the delivery of the 
Federal student assistance programs. The authorizing statute provides that the pur- 
poses of the Performance-Based Organization are to: 

• Increase accountability; 

• Improve service to students; 

• Integrate information systems; 

• Implement a common integrated delivery system; 

• Strengthen program integrity; and 

• Reduce costs of administering the programs. 

The Department’s Federal Student Aid office ensures the availability and accessi- 
bility of the Free Application for Federal Student Aid (FAFSA) to students and par- 
ents and receives and processes FAFSAs for over 14 million aid applicants each 
year. Over the past several years, Federal Student Aid has dramatically trans- 
formed the aid application process from a 100 percent paper process to one that is 
now 96 percent web-based. 

The Department’s Federal Student Aid office is one of the largest originator of 
student loans, annually making nearly three million Direct Loans totaling nearly 
$13 billion to almost two million student and parent borrowers. In 2006, it origi- 
nated over 1.2 million Direct Consolidation Loans totaling more than $19 billion. It 
is responsible for servicing the over $89 billion outstanding loan portfolio of 18 mil- 
lion Direct Loans made to more than seven million borrowers. It is also responsible 
for collection on over $21 billion of defaulted student loans, including Direct Loans 
(DL), Family Federal Education Loans (FEEL), and Perkins Loans. It oversees the 
approximately $450 billion outstanding student loan portfolio, including loans held 
by lenders, guaranty agencies, and schools. It also ensures the delivery of nearly $13 
billion in Federal Pell Grants to over five million undergraduate students each year. 
The Federal Student Aid systems process millions of financial and other trans- 
actions annually and its websites receive billions of hits each year. Its customer care 
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centers annually handle more than 34 million inbound and outbound phone calls. 
And each year it sends more than 41 million communications to aid applicants and 
borrowers. 

State of Affairs in 2001 

Despite the critical role that the Department and Federal Student Aid (FSA) 
plays in helping millions of students attend college, when this Administration took 
the helm of the Department in January 2001, we inherited a situation in which both 
were in a state of complete disarray. The Department and Federal Student Aid had 
not received clean audit opinions in years and there was not any expectation of re- 
ceiving them in the near future. Millions of dollars of grant money could not be ac- 
counted for. The Inspector General’s Office, the General Accounting Office, and out- 
side auditors had identified 661 audit recommendations for improving financial 
management, internal controls, operational management, program management, 
and compliance oversight that needed immediate attention. The situation was dire 
and the evidence of mismanagement egregious. 

This Administration immediately committed to cleaning up these programs. Spe- 
cifically, we committed to: 

• Ensuring the removal of Student Financial Assistance Programs from the GAO 
High Risk List; 

• Obtaining clean financial audit opinions; 

• Putting in place effective systems of internal controls to protect the Depart- 
ment’s assets from waste, fraud, and abuse; 

• Making the systems and processes supporting student aid delivery and manage- 
ment more efficient and less costly; 

• Continuing efforts to reduce student loan default costs; and 

• Making accountability for results the primary operating principle for all Edu- 
cation managers, grantees, and contractors. 

These commitments were ambitious and important, and I’m pleased to report we 
have achieved each and every one of them. 

Prior to the establishment of Federal Student Aid as a Performance-Based Orga- 
nization, the Federal Student Aid programs were plagued with oversight and man- 
agement challenges, high default rates, and customers who were not happy with the 
service they received. In 1990, the Government Accountability Office (GAO) found 
the federal student aid programs at high risk for fraud, waste, abuse, and mis- 
management. Financial management and internal controls around the programs 
were largely non-existent and unqualified audit opinions were not attainable. In 
1990, student loan cohort default rates had hit an all-time high of 22.4%. Customer 
satisfaction was not even measured. 

It was indeed shocking the amount of hard work necessary to address the clear 
oversight and management issues that landed the federal student aid programs on 
the GAO High Risk list in 1990 and where they remained when this Administration 
arrived on the scene. 

We recognized the inherent challenges in providing billions of dollars of grants 
and loans, through thousands of intermediaries to millions of students; however, we 
chose to aggressively manage the challenge to ensure access to postsecondary edu- 
cation while reducing the vulnerability of student aid programs to fraud, waste, 
error, and mismanagement. To accomplish this goal, in April 2001, this Administra- 
tion made obtaining clean audit opinions a top management improvement priority. 
The Department established a Management Improvement Team composed of eight 
members of the senior staff of the Education Department who worked exclusively 
on attacking the problems and developed a comprehensive “Blueprint for Manage- 
ment Excellence”. In addition, the President’s Management Agenda (PMA), an- 
nounced in the summer of 2001, included an initiative specifically focused on im- 
proving the Department’s financial management and removing the federal student 
aid programs from GAO’s high-risk list. 

The task at hand was daunting and required the Department and Federal Stu- 
dent Aid to: 

• Clearly demonstrate strengthened financial management and internal controls 
over the federal student aid programs and the Department as a whole; 

• Obtain unqualified audit opinions both on Federal Student Aid and the Depart- 
ment’s financial statements; 

• Demonstrate Federal Student Aid was integrating its delivery systems while 
providing high- quality services to students, colleges and universities, and financial 
institutions; 

• Provide assurance and direct evidence that the Department has the systems, 
leadership, and processes in place to continue to maintain the integrity of its finan- 
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cial management, the major hurdle for the federal student aid programs’ high-risk 
designation; 

• Maintain a balanced management approach in the federal student aid programs 
that seeks to minimize non- compliance and default rates while still promoting the 
widespread use of the programs; and 

• Demonstrate the existence of plans, processes, and infrastructure to address 
risk issues identified as key to the success of the federal student aid programs. 

Theresa “Terri” Shaw, appointed as the Chief Operating Officer of Federal Stu- 
dent Aid in September 2002, was charged specifically with the task of ensuring the 
removal of the federal student aid programs from the GAO High Risk list and 
achievement of clean financial audit opinions as her top two priorities. Terri came 
to the Department after twenty-two years of exemplary work in federal student aid 
delivery, information technology, business process reengineering, contract manage- 
ment, and organizational change management. 

Under this Administration, clean financial audit opinions have been achieved for 
the past five consecutive fiscal years beginning with FY 2002. The only prior clean 
financial audit opinion in the history of the Department was in 1997. When GAO 
removed the federal student aid programs from its High Risk list in early 2005, it 
recognized the significant progress of Federal Student Aid and the Department in 
resolving financial integrity and management issues and demonstrating strong com- 
mitment and senior-level leadership support for addressing issues and risks. 

In addition, on March 31, 2005, Federal Student Aid achieved “all green” status 
on the President’s Management Agenda (PMA) scorecard for Elimination of Fraud 
and Error in the Student Aid Programs and Deficiencies in Financial Management. 

Federal Student Aid also focused on student loan default prevention and manage- 
ment through default prevention strategies implemented by participants across the 
programs. Since FY 2000, the combined FFEL and Direct Loan FY 2000 cohort de- 
fault rate has been reduced by nearly 14 percent from 5.9 percent to 5.1 percent 
for FY 2004. Cohort default rates have been reduced from an all-time high of 22.4 
percent for FY 1990. It is expected that when the FY 2005 cohort default rates are 
announced in September 2007 that they will be even lower than the current 5.1 per- 
cent. 

At the same time, we also moved to make the financial aid application (FAFSA) 
and the process for filling it out more user-friendly. We went from a process that 
was 100 percent paper to one that is now 96 percent electronic. In fact, electronic 
processing has been implemented in all phases of the financial aid process. This is 
accomplished through a series of secure, user-friendly, and efficient electronic proc- 
esses that have simplified the financial aid process for students and families. Fed- 
eral Student Aid’s new Public Service Announcement (PSA) “Only a Dream” was 
ranked in the Top 10% most viewed Nielsen-tracked PSAs in January, Top 5% in 
February and Top 6% in March resulting in reaching an audience of over 160 mil- 
lion. 

The FY 2006 American Customer Satisfaction Index (ACSI) ratings for Federal 
Student Aid’s highest volume products and services- including the electronic 
FAFSA, Common Origination and Disbursement and Direct Loan Servicing, score 
in the “Excellent” and “Good” range. Our products and services score higher than 
the federal government ag^egate scores and on par with private sector scores. 

Fair and effective oversight and monitoring of the approximately 6,000 institu- 
tions of higher education that participate in the programs is one of Federal Student 
Aid’s core responsibilities, as is its oversight of the nearly 3,500 lenders, guaranty 
agencies, and servicers that participate in the FFEL Program. 

Federal Student Aid’s oversight activities include real-time quality control. Fed- 
eral Student Aid has built into its systems and processes edits, triggers, risk assess- 
ments, and other features that enable it to monitor and correct errors and to provide 
early warnings of potential trouble. For example, our monitoring alerted us to: (1) 
anomalies in access to the National Student Loan Data System (NSLDS); (2) the 
financial condition of the Oregon Student Aid Commission (OSAC) early enough so 
that a seamless closure and transition of OSAC’s guaranty services could occur; and 
(3) the increase in special allowance payments made to loan holders on certain 
FFEL loans made or purchased with tax-exempt funds which led the Administration 
to include a proposal in the President’s FY 2005 Budget that would stop the in- 
crease in 9.5% special allowance. 

In addition, Federal Student Aid monitors the school and lending community by 
reviewing required annual compliance audits and financial statements, performing 
on-site program reviews, and analyzing partner-specific data to detect trends and 
areas that could be of concern. 

Federal Student Aid engages in an ongoing process of actively identifying risks 
in the programs. Noncompliance with statutes, regulations, and policies by schools, 



15 


lenders, guaranty agencies, and servicers not only places Title IV funds at risk but 
also erodes the public trust in the programs. We partnered with the Department’s 
Office of the Inspector General to establish a joint task force to identify real or po- 
tential risks for fraud, waste, abuse, and mismanagement in the programs. Federal 
Student Aid also established an Enterprise Risk Management unit to better coordi- 
nate risk monitoring and action plans among our various business units and with 
other Department of Education offices. 

Let me speak specifically about the issues that have received recent attention: 

National Student Loan Data System (NSLDS): 

In 1994, the Department of Education created NSLDS in order to facilitate stu- 
dents’ access to financial aid and loan information. Lenders may have access to the 
National Student Loan Data System (NSLDS) for the purpose of assisting with de- 
termining the eligibility of an applicant for federal student aid and the collection 
of federal student loans and grant overpayments. NSLDS information may not be 
used for any other purpose, including the marketing of student loans or other prod- 
ucts. In fact, NSLDS does not provide access to email addresses, phone numbers, 
or addresses of borrowers that could be used for marketing purposes. NSLDS infor- 
mation is protected by the Federal Privacy Act, and pursuant to the routine uses 
published in the NSLDS system of records notice the Department discloses to exter- 
nal authorized entities, information such as borrower social security number, date 
of birth, and data regarding Title IV aid received, as well as federal loan amounts, 
outstanding balance, current status of the loan, and grant amounts only for the pur- 
poses described above. 

Information accessible to external authorized users of NSLDS is limited to bor- 
rower social security number, date of birth, and data regarding Title IV aid re- 
ceived, such as federal loan amounts, outstanding balance, current status of the 
loan, and grant amounts. 

NSLDS does not authorize a user to “dig through tons of data”, nor does it author- 
ize the analysis of multiple borrower records for identification of hidden patterns or 
behaviors, nor does it authorize the exploring of transactions, nor does it permit 
database searches for multiple borrowers. These activities are commonly referred to 
as “data mining”. NSLDS only allows a user to look up a single borrower at a time 
and only if the user has a relationship with the borrower or the borrower’s specific 
permission to do so, as demonstrated by the borrower’s return of a solicitation which 
contains such an authorization, by other written authorization by the borrower; or 
verbal permission as noted in call records of the lender. The use of automated tools 
to speed up the process of looking up borrower records one entry at a time is prohib- 
ited. Federal Student Aid deploys a variety of tools and techniques specifically de- 
signed to detect the use of such automated tools. These tools and techniques alert 
us to the possibility that automated tools are being used and automatically suspend 
the access for the user ID. 

A common practice in the consumer credit industry is the purchase of data from 
credit bureaus and other sources for the specific purpose of making an offer of credit 
to an individual, such as credit card offers. Consolidation lenders participating in 
the FFEL program also follow this practice. Once the solicitation offer is made to 
a borrower and permission by the borrower is granted, the lender is authorized to 
access NSLDS to obtain information on the underlying loans that the borrower 
wishes to consolidate. It is the responsibility of the chief officer of each entity to en- 
sure that its authorized users are in compliance with NSLDS access requirements. 

There are 60 million student records in NSLDS representing loans that are both 
active and paid in full. The signature of the chief officer of the organization is also 
required to certify appropriate use of the system by his or her employees. In addi- 
tion, the signature of the individual authorized by the chief officer of the organiza- 
tion is required for system access and use. With their signature, users confirm their 
understanding of the requirements for system use and agree to use the system in 
accordance with all rules and regulations. There are approximately 29,000 school ac- 
counts and 7,500 lender accounts. 

The data residing in NSLDS are confidential and are protected by a series of both 
federally mandated and discretionary security measures, including the Privacy Act 
of 1974. These measures include access management, network and physical security 
policies and procedures such as protective surveillance of recurring threats such as 
virus and mail-ware filters, monitoring of suspicious external traffic, such as at- 
tempted denial of service attacks, firewalls, access and usage monitoring and track- 
ing, and routine testing and surveillance using intrusion detection systems. NSLDS 
must annually pass, at a minimum, a FISMA audit, a financial audit or Security 
Certification and Accreditation. Most systems are annually tested by more than one 
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of these three procedures and all systems must pass every test within any three- 
year period. 

Federal Student Aid continuously monitors access to NSLDS to prevent unauthor- 
ized use and, since 2003, Federal Student Aid has invested over $660,000 in im- 
proved system security and monitoring tools and processes to ensure the integrity 
of student information. 

Since 2003, these oversight efforts have resulted in the revocation of over 52,000 
user IDs. The majority of these revocations were due to user inactivity; however, 
261 user IDs were revoked due to suspicious activity. Of these 261 revoked IDs, 246 
user IDs belonged to lenders, loan holders, guaranty agencies and servicers; and 15 
user IDs belonged to schools. 

As a result of the Department’s monitoring of NSLDS usage, we issued a Dear 
Colleague Letter (DCL) in April 2005. This DCL explicitly reiterated to program 
participants that failure to comply with NSLDS usage requirements may result in 
the organization or individual losing access to the system and/or being subject to 
further sanctions. 

Following the release of the DCL, we observed a significant increase in usage by 
lenders, loan holders, servicers, and guaranty agencies. Based on this increase, the 
Department had concerns as to the appropriateness of such access and discussed the 
termination of access by lenders, loan holders, servicers, and guaranty agencies. As 
a result, the Department decided to temporarily suspend access to NSLDS by all 
entities except schools and borrowers — effective April 17, 2007. During this tem- 
porary suspension of access, the Department is conducting a comprehensive review 
of the specific uses of NSLDS to determine if there has been unauthorized access 
or use. The Department is consulting with the Inspector General to complete this 
review. As part of my Task Force on Student Loans established on April 24, 2007, 
we are also reviewing all guidance to determine if enhancements are necessary. 

On May 2, 2007, the Department began to notify entities, beginning with guar- 
anty agencies, of the process to restore their access to NSLDS. Access to NSLDS 
will be restored only after the Department has determined that it is appropriate to 
do so based on the analysis of access and usage information for each entity. As such, 
the timing of access restoration will not be the same for all entities. 

This analysis is being conducted in a manner that assures the Department that 
an entity has only accessed and used NSLDS for approved purposes. Additionally, 
restoration of access will be predicated on the receipt and approval by the Depart- 
ment of: (1) a listing that identifies each of the entity’s personnel for whom it wishes 
to have NSLDS web access and the specific authorized use or uses by that person; 
and (2) a certification, signed by the entity’s Chief Executive Officer (CEO) and its 
Department of Education Data Point Administrator (DPA), that affirms that the en- 
tity and each of its staff for whom it has requested, or will request, NSLDS access 
is in compliance with all applicable guidance provided by the Department. 

Access by an individual will be permanently terminated if the NSLDS access re- 
quirements are violated. Access by an entity will be permanently terminated if there 
are three violations of the NSLDS access requirements within a 12-month period 
by persons associated with that entity. In addition, unauthorized access or use of 
NSLDS may subject users to criminal or civil penalties, including fines and/or im- 
prisonment. 

The Department is also developing a fact sheet — “Protecting Your Private Infor- 
mation” — designed to help students and families understand the importance of pro- 
tecting their private information and granting of permission for others (specifically 
entities other than schools) to access their NSLDS information. 

Alleged Close Relationships with the FFELP Industry: 

It has been suggested that the Department administers the FEEL and DL pro- 
grams with favoritism to the FFEL program due to alleged close relationships to the 
FFEL industry. This suggestion is totally without merit and has no basis in fact. 
A recent example that demonstrates the falsehood of this assertion is the Depart- 
ment’s swift response to the Inspector General’s September 2006 report that one 
lender, Nelnet, was improperly billing loans from ineligible sources for 9.5% special 
allowance payments. Within two weeks, 9.5% payments to Nelnet were frozen and 
within months, the industry received a Dear Colleague letter (DCL) restating the 
statutory requirements for eligible sources, and we announced that 9.5% payments 
would be suspended for the entire industry. The DCL also indicated that henceforth 
9.5% payments would only be made for loans proven to be eligible after new, indus- 
try-wide audits. The Department then issued the methodology to be used in these 
audits, which it developed with the Office of the Inspector General. 

While the IG’s report highlighted another dimension to the problem, our work on 
the 9.5% payments began well before the report’s release. In the summer of 2003, 
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Department staff noted an alarming increase in special allowance payments made 
to loan holders on certain FFEL loans made or purchased with tax-exempt funds. 
The Department’s staff determined that these claims for the higher payment were 
being made under a loophole in the rules written during the previous administration 
that allowed certain loans financed with tax-exempt funds to qualify for a 9.5 per- 
cent special allowance subsidy, minus the applicable rate of interest on such loans. 
This led the Administration to include a proposal in the President’s FY 2005 Budget 
that would stop the increase in 9.5% special allowance payments. 

After the Higher Education Act reauthorization was delayed that year, we began 
working closely with Congress to address the issue. President Bush closed the loop- 
hole when, on October 30, 2004, he signed the Taxpayer-Teacher Protection Act of 
2004 (TTPA), which enacted a 1-year moratorium, since made permanent, on grant- 
ing 9.5% special allowance subsidies on a wide variety of loans financed with tax- 
exempt obligations. 

The savings achieved by closing the loophole went to a purpose close to my 
heart — to increase loan forgiveness programs for borrowers who participate in the 
Federal student aid programs and serve our country as teachers. Under the law, 
teachers who are employed full-time for five consecutive years and are highly quali- 
fied in secondary-school science or math, or are highly qualified in elementary or 
secondary school special education, qualify for loan forgiveness of up to $17,500. 

As significant as the Taxpayer-Teacher Protection Act was in curbing a significant 
abuse in the Federal student loan programs and increasing loan forgiveness for 
teachers, the Higher Education Reconciliation Act of 2005 (HERA) promises to have 
a longer and likely more significant positive impact on academic preparation and 
higher education in the U.S. The origins of many of the initiatives contained in the 
HERA can be traced directly to President Bush’s fiscal year 2006 budget, which pro- 
posed significant savings in the Federal student loan programs and redirected sig- 
nificant funding to student benefits. These initiatives include curbing excessive spe- 
cial allowance payments and insurance, making the changes to the treatment of 
loans in the Taxpayer-Teacher Protection Act permanent, supporting additional 
need-based grant funding, and raising first- and second-year loan limits. 

Congress also chose to authorize the two new Federal grant programs to help low- 
income students pay for postsecondary education — Academic Competitiveness and 
National SMART Grants. These new programs — authorized on February 8, 2006, 
and launched just 143 days later on July 1, 2006 — have already awarded more than 
$400 million to over 330,000 Pell Grant-eligible students helping to reduce their stu- 
dent loan debt. While these programs are complex and required significant work by 
the Department and institutions, I believe that they will: first, change the way that 
our high school students prepare for postsecondary education; and second, encour- 
age more college juniors and seniors to study critical, high-need subjects. For this 
reason. I’m pleased that Congress made the decisions that they did in enacting the 
HERA with these two new programs. 

President Bush has consistently put the needs of students — particularly those 
from low-and middle-income families — first. 

Most recently, the President’s fiscal year 2008 budget request, which is pending 
before Congress, would reduce interest subsidies on student loans by 1/2 percent, 
saving $12.4 billion over 5 years. He also proposed to reduce insurance on FFEL 
loans from 97% to 95%, saving an additional $1.6 billion over 5 years. And he pro- 
posed to increase the fee lenders pay when making a consolidation loan from 0.5 
percent to 1.0 percent reducing Federal costs by $850 million. These savings will 
be used to pay for increases in the Pell Grant and Academic Competitiveness Grant 
programs and to raise loan limits for juniors and seniors in college. As I am sure 
you are aware, we have been criticized by FFEL lenders, some of whom have 
claimed lower subsidies will force them to reduce borrower benefits or leave the pro- 
gram. However, I believe that we can and must responsibly reduce subsidies in the 
FFEL program and use those savings to increase grant aid. 

Further, it has been suggested that the Department’s employment of skilled staff 
with industry experience equates to “close ties” to the industry and, therefore, does 
not allow for unbiased and impartial oversight and instead emphasizes partnership 
over enforcement. I should note for the record that the previous administration’s 
July 1, 1999 report, “Reinventing Service”, from the Customer Service Task Force, 
specifically stated that Federal Student Aid (then named Office of Student financial 
Assistance-OSFA) * * *” should be working in close partnership with financial in- 
stitutions.” Additionally, the previous administration began the practice of recruit- 
ing skilled staff with industry experience. Greg Woods, Federal Student Aid’s first 
Chief Operating Officer, created a specific organizational unit, the Financial Part- 
ners Channel, to work in close partnership with lenders, guaranty agencies, and 
third-party services participating in the FFELP. He also began the practice of hiring 
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managers with industry experience. The first General Manager of the FSA Financial 
Partners Channel was J. Barry Morrow, who was previously an executive with Sal- 
lie Mae. Succeeding Mr. Morrow was John Reeves, who was previously the Presi- 
dent of Educaid, at the time the sixth largest student loan lender and the fourth 
largest holder of student loans, and prior to that an executive with The Money 
Store. 

The previous administration understood, and we agree, that the experience and 
insights that private-sector leaders and managers bring to the important task of 
making the financial aid system work better for students, schools, and lenders is 
invaluable. 

Since it was first established as a Performance Based Organization in 1998, Fed- 
eral Student Aid has assembled a senior leadership team possessing over 300 years 
of experience in the private sector, the higher education community, and govern- 
ment. This team’s leadership and expertise ensures Federal Student Aid achieves 
its strategic objectives, including annually delivering critical financial aid to millions 
of students and families and managing the inherent risks in the programs. 

Since it is responsible for the administration of both the FFEL and DL programs. 
Federal Student Aid administers these programs in an evenhanded manner. The 
two programs share the same goals, the same eligibility requirements, and many 
of the same benefits. We firmly believe that the existence of the two programs has 
led to increased competition, improved customer service, and lowered costs for stu- 
dents and tcixpayers alike. It should be noted that, since 2002, significant oper- 
ational and management improvements have been implemented to enhance admin- 
istration and financial and operational management of the DL program. These im- 
provements are focused on better serving the 1,087 DL schools and the nearly 7 mil- 
lion DL borrowers, as well ensuring the sound fiscal management of the more than 
$93 billion outstanding portfolio. Prior to 2001, billions of dollars disbursed annually 
under the DL program were not: (1) fully reconciled to the Department’s financial 
records; (2) verified as actually being delivered to students within the required time- 
frames; and (3) delivered to the DL servicer for on-going servicing within the re- 
quired timeframes. Today, all disbursements are: (1) 100 percent reconciled from the 
date of disbursement through loan payoff; (2) verified as being delivered to the stu- 
dents or returned to the Department with 30 days as required; and (3) immediately 
delivered to the DL servicer for on-going servicing. 

Inducements: 

New York Attorney General Andrew Cuomo’s testimony before this Committee at 
its recent Hearing on “Examining Unethical Practices in the Student Loan Indus- 
try” was ill informed on the Department’s actions and on federal law. Any sugges- 
tion by a state attorney general that a violation of a state’s law on deceptive trade 
practices and/or a state’s fraud law would equate with an automatic violation of 
Title rV of the Higher Education Act (HEA) is misleading. 

As Attorney General Cuomo should know, the Department has no authority to 
apply the HEA anti-inducement provisions to consumer credit loans that are gov- 
erned by other federal regulators, including the Comptroller of the Currency, the 
Federal Reserve, the Office of Thrift Supervision, the Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation, and the Federal Credit Union Administration. The legal, regulatory, 
and supervisory framework for consumer protection specifically includes the fol- 
lowing statutes, which collectively address the lending process, irrespective of the 
loan product, in terms of equal access, origination, disclosure, and privacy: 

• Truth-in-Lending Act 

• Fair Credit and Charge Card Disclosure Act 

• Fair Credit Reporting Act 

• Equal Credit Opportunity Act 

• Fair Debt Collection Practices Act 

• Home Equity Loan Consumer Protection Act 

• Home Ownership and Equity Protection Act 

• Fair Housing Act 

• Real Estate Settlement Procedures Act 

• Fair Credit Billing Act 

• Expedited Funds Availability Act 

• Truth-in-Savings Act 

• Electronic Funds Transfer Act 

• Consumer Leasing Act 

• Gramm-Leach-Bliley Act 

• Patriot Act 

• Sarbanes-Oxley Act 
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The Department is investigating, under its authority, whether, in fact, there have 
been violations of the anti-inducement provisions of the HEA. Federal Student Aid 
already has teams performing on-site reviews of the 44 schools and 26 lender/eligi- 
ble lender trustee relationship for which unethical practices have been alleged to 
date to determine if there have, in fact, been violations of the anti-inducement pro- 
visions of the HEA. 

In addition to these efforts to address inducements, we have taken a number of 
steps to tighten our oversight responsibilities of federal student financial aid pro- 
grams under existing regulations and within the authority the Department has been 
given through the congressionally-mandated process for issuing new regulations. 
These steps include, but are not limited to: (1) improved reporting requirements for 
guaranty agencies and lenders; (2) improved reporting and monitoring of the re- 
quired reserve ratios that must be maintained by guaranty agencies; (3) the devel- 
opment of a methodology for establishing a FFELP improper payment error rate; 
(4) the creation of consolidated risk management scorecards for both lenders and 
servicers to better target oversight monitoring; and (5) the standardization of the 
Program Review process. In fact, many of these steps led to the removal of the fed- 
eral student aid programs from the GAO High Risk List in January 2006. 

As noted in my letter to Senator Edward Kennedy on April 17, 2007, the Depart- 
ment issued a Dear Colleague letter on March 30, 2007 reaffirming that student and 
parent borrowers under the FFEL program may select the lenders of their choice. 
Additionally, during its annual Title IV compliance training conferences in October 
and November of 2006, Federal Student Aid specifically addressed the importance 
of compliance with the anti-inducement provisions in the HEA. 

While I appreciate the fact that yesterday, the House of Representatives took an 
important first step in this process, I determined last year that absent Congres- 
sional reauthorization of the HEA, it was my duty to address, among other issues, 
preferred lender lists and prohibited inducements in the FFEL program through the 
rulemaking process that you set up by law. Indeed, in January 2007, the Depart- 
ment offered draft regulatory language to strengthen existing regulations on pre- 
ferred lender list practices and on inducements. Despite the Department’s urging 
that the proposed language be adopted, the negotiated rulemaking committee did 
not reach consensus at their fourth and final session on Friday, April 20. 

As you know, on April 24, 2007, I announced the formation of a Task Force on 
Student Loans to build on the negotiated rulemaking committee’s work around key 
lender issues such as preferred lender lists, prohibited inducements, and NSLDS. 
This internal task force includes representatives from the Department’s Office of 
Postsecondary Education, Federal Student Aid, and Office of the General Counsel. 
Representatives in the Office of Inspector General participate in an advisory role. 

My Task Force just recommended new plans to strengthen the Department’s origi- 
nal position and make it clear that: 

• Unethical practices should cease and desist; 

• All conduct related to student lending should be centered around borrower in- 
terests; and 

• Trust and integrity must be maintained in our student aid system. 

I appreciate the hard work of the Task Force and their thoughtful recommenda- 
tions to protect borrowers. They have made insightful suggestions that would curb 
lender inducements to schools and introduce greater transparency to the practice of 
selecting preferred lenders. I will carefully consider these recommendations as I 
draft a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM). I plan to publish an NPRM that 
addresses these issues in the Federal Register in the next several weeks. 

Given the limited statutory authority and high threshold that the Department is 
required to meet in order to bring enforcement action to a school, lender, guaranty 
agency, or other third party, the Task Force identified areas that we will need to 
work with you. Chairman Miller, Congressman McKeon and others in order to 
strengthen the enforcement ability of the Department. I look forward to working 
with you on these recommendations that put an end to unethical practices, put stu- 
dents’ needs first and maintain trust and integrity throughout the system. 

On May 1, 2007, Dallas Martin, President of the National Association of Student 
Financial Aid Administrators (NASFAA), testified during the Subcommittee on 
Higher Education, Lifelong Learning, and Competitiveness hearing, “Paying for a 
College Education: Barriers and Solutions for Students and Families”. I strongly dis- 
agree with Mr. Martin’s testimony when he claims that the Department’s supposed 
failure to identify and penalize schools for their inadequate administration of stu- 
dent’s financial aid needs has forced schools to seek assistance from lenders, guar- 
anty agencies, and others to print student financial aid consumer information, to 
perform student loan exit and entrance counseling, to establish call centers, and to 
provide additional staffing during peak periods in the financial aid office. In fact. 
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for the past five fiscal years, the Department has issued schools 124 citations and 
assessments totaling nearly $4.4 million for lack of administrative capability — it is 
one of the top 10 findings in our school program reviews. 

Deceptive Marketing Practices: 

On May 2, 2007, this Committee asked the Federal Trade Commission (FTC) to 
investigate the unfair and deceptive practices that lenders use to market their prod- 
ucts and services to students. The Committee made this request of the FTC after 
it had reviewed examples of lenders’ unfair and deceptive marketing letters that use 
what appear to be official government logos and threatening language. The Depart- 
ment shares the Committee’s concern and, in fact, over the past few years. Depart- 
ment staff has been communicating with the FTC staff to share information regard- 
ing potentially deceptive marketing materials from a variety of lenders. The Depart- 
ment joins you in calling on the FTC to examine these practices. 

Reading First 

Five years ago, we worked across party lines and made a commitment to have 
every child on grade level or above by 2014. Today, No Child Left Behind is work- 
ing-shining a spotlight on student achievement and building an appetite for further 
change. 

An integral part of this law, the Reading First program is the largest, most effec- 
tive reading initiative in our nation’s history. The latest data show that Reading 
First is producing sizable gains in fluency and comprehension for nearly two million 
first, second, and third graders. My Inspector General highlighted where its early 
implementation was flawed, and I took immediate action to correct those problems. 

Let me begin by repeating what I have said since the Department of Education’s 
Inspector General first announced the results of his Reading First investigation. We 
agree with the majority of the OIG’s findings and have accepted all of its rec- 
ommendations to prevent any future reoccurrence of administrative failures. 

Flaws in the early implementation of the program must not sidetrack the good 
work of a critically important and successful education initiative. We have consider- 
able evidence, including three years of continually improving assessment results, 
that Reading First is working as intended by Congress by building on the federally 
funded research base. It is expanding the use of research-based reading instruction 
in the early grades and significantly improving the reading skills of students in 
some of our historically low-achieving schools. 

In short, Reading First and the students who benefit from it deserve your strong 
support as Congress moves forward in developing the fiscal year 2008 appropria- 
tions act and the reauthorization of No Child Left Behind. 

Goals of Reading First 

The goal of Reading First was to translate scientific insights into practical tools 
to be used in classrooms. The Federal research investment supported more than 20 
years of research that followed over 44,000 children from age 5 into adulthood. Re- 
searchers at the National Institute of Child Health and Development and the Insti- 
tute of Education Sciences tracked children who could read well, and they tracked 
others who couldn’t read at all. The National Reading Panel looked at this and thou- 
sands of other high-quality scientific studies to determine what the research tells 
us about how children learn to read. When their work was over, our nation had 
gained evidence-based insights into how children read, why some of them have more 
trouble reading than others, and what we can do to get all children reading well. 

The knowledge gained through the research was embodied in the Reading First 
Program designed to improve the quality of reading instruction so that all children 
read at grade level by the end of the third grade. The program pursues this goal 
through three strategies: (1) providing substantial resources at both the State and 
local levels for implementation of effective reading instruction in schools; (2) using 
reading programs and materials that are research-based, combined with high-qual- 
ity professional development, to ensure that all teachers, including special education 
teachers, have the necessary skills to teach these researched-based reading pro- 
grams effectively; and (3) using assessments to help classroom teachers screen for, 
identify, and overcome barriers to students’ ability to read at grade level by the end 
of third grade. 

On the issue of research-based instruction, the statute specifies that instructional 
methods and materials, as well as related professional development, must incor- 
porate the five essential elements of effective primary-grade reading instruction: (1) 
phonemic awareness; (2) decoding; (3) vocabulary development; (4) reading fluency, 
including oral reading skills; and (5) reading comprehension strategies. 

The need for implementation of effective strategies and methods of teaching read- 
ing is unquestioned. Though we have been pleased to report improvements in read- 
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ing achievement in the early grades over the past several years, and believe that 
No Child Left Behind is contributing to that improvement, overall achievement lev- 
els remain alarmingly low. 

Less than one-third of all 4th-graders scored at the Proficient level or above in 
reading on the 2005 National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), and re- 
sults for students in the high-poverty schools that are the focus of the Reading First 
program were even more discouraging. Just 16 percent of 4th-graders eligible for 
free or reduced-price lunch scored at the Proficient level or above on the 2005 read- 
ing assessment, and more than half (54 percent) scored below the Basic level. The 
2005 NAEP reading results also highlighted the continuing achievement gaps 
among student groups, with the percentages of African-American students (13 per- 
cent) and Hispanic students (16 percent) scoring at the Proficient level or above fall- 
ing far below that of white students (41 percent). 

To help close these gaps, the Reading First State Grants program has made 
awards to all 50 States, and States have made subgrants to approximately 1,550 
local school districts that serve an estimated 5,200 participating schools. The statute 
requires a comprehensive national evaluation of the Reading First program, and the 
Department produced the first report of that evaluation last summer. The most re- 
cent Reading First student achievement data, released in April 2007, indicate that 
students in Reading First schools have experienced strong gains in reading pro- 
ficiency. The July 2006 Reading First Implementation Evaluation: Interim Report 
also found that districts are implementing the major elements of the program, and 
that Reading First schools are more likely to be implementing the program features 
called for in the Reading First law than are non-Reading First Title I schools. 

Early Results of Reading First 

While we do not yet have comprehensive impact data for Reading First, we do 
have considerable early evidence that the program is working as intended. This evi- 
dence comes from the most recent Annual Performance Report data: the Interim Re- 
port of the Department’s ongoing implementation evaluation; the September 2006 
report. Keeping Watch on Reading First, produced by the Center on Education Pol- 
icy (CEP); and a March 2007 report from the Government Accountability Office 
(GAO). 

New achievement data reported by the States in the Reading First Annual Per- 
formance Report show that Reading First students from nearly every grade and sub- 
group (Hispanic, African-American, students with disabilities, English language 
learners, and economically disadvantaged) made impressive gains in reading pro- 
ficiency in 2005 and then again in 2006. 

In Reading First schools, the percentage of 1st graders meeting or exceeding pro- 
ficiency on Reading First fluency outcome measures increased by 14 percentage 
points (43% to 57%) from 2004 to 2006. 

In Reading First schools, the percentage of 3rd graders meeting or exceeding pro- 
ficiency on Reading First fluency outcome measures increased by 7 percentage 
points (36% to 43%) from 2004 to 2006. 

On average, the 26 States with 2004 baseline data increased the percentage of 
students meeting or exceeding proficiency on fluency outcome measures by 16% for 
1st graders, 14% for 2nd graders, and 15% for 3rd graders. 

On average, the 26 States with baseline data increased the percentage of students 
meeting or exceeding proficiency on comprehension outcome measures by 15% for 
1st graders, 6% for 2nd graders, and 12% for 3rd graders. 

The Reading First Implementation Evaluation: Interim Report highlighted the fol- 
lowing key findings regarding the early implementation of the Reading First State 
Grants program: 

• Reading First schools are implementing the major statutory requirements, in- 
cluding the use of scientifically based reading instruction, increased reading time, 
interventions for struggling readers, reading assessments, and increased profes- 
sional development. 

• Though non-Reading First Title I schools also emphasized reading instruction, 
Reading First strategies (that is, strategies that reflect the research on what works 
in teaching children to read) were used more extensively in Reading First schools 
than in Title I schools. 

• Reading First teachers were significantly more likely than their counterparts in 
non-Reading First Title I schools to place struggling students in intervention pro- 
grams. 

• Reading First schools were more likely than non-Reading First Title I schools 
to have a reading coach, and Reading First coaches were more likely to provide 
teachers with various supports than were coaches in non-Reading First Title I 
schools. 
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• Reading First staff received significantly more professional development than 
did non-Reading First Title I staff. 

The changes in Reading First schools suggested by these findings contributed to 
the Effective rating achieved by Reading First State Grants in the 2006 Program 
Assessment Rating Tool (PART) process. The PART found that the Reading First 
program benefited from a strong program design and local management practices 
that appeared to help bring about improvements in student reading achievement. 
In particular, based on achievement data submitted by participating States, the 
PART found gains on all program performance measures for the 2004-2005 school 
year. 

Between 2003-2004 and 2004-2005, the percentage of students who met or exceed- 
ed proficiency in reading on Reading First outcome measures of fluency increased: 

• from 43% to 50% for first-grade students; 

• from 36% to 39% for third-grade students; 

• from 33% to 39% for economically disadvantaged second-grade students; 

• from 27% to 32% for limited English proficient second-grade students; 

• from 34% to 37% for African-American second-grade students; 

• from 30% to 39% for Hispanic second-grade students; and 

• from 17% to 23% for second-grade students with disabilities. 

The number of States reporting an increase in the percentage of students who met 
or exceeded proficiency in reading on Reading Eirst outcome measures of reading 
comprehension increased: 

• from 2 to 14 for first grade-students (20 States had two years of data); 

• from 7 to 19 for third-grade students (23 States); 

• from 4 to 14 for economically disadvantaged second-grade students (20 States); 

• from 5 to 6 for limited English proficient second-grade students (18 States); 

• from 5 to 16 for African-American second-grade students (19 States); 

• from 5 to 9 for Hispanic second-grade students (19 States); and 

• from 2 to 12 for second-grade students with disabilities (19 States). 

These achievement gains are all the more remarkable because the schools served 
by Reading First are among the lowest-performing schools in the country. The early 
results highlighted by the PART review suggest that comprehensive implementation 
of research-based reading instruction can bring about rapid improvement even in 
some of our worst schools. 

The PART data were echoed by the CEP report, Keeping Watch on Reading First, 
which found that the program was “having a significant impact” on reading instruc- 
tion in participating districts and schools. In particular, more than 90 percent of the 
1,700 districts surveyed by CEP reported that the Reading First instructional pro- 
gram and assessment system were “important” or “very important” causes of gains 
in student achievement in reading. 

Another critical benefit of Reading First cited by the CEP report was the use of 
Reading First as a school improvement strategy under No Child Left Behind. In 
part, this reflects the statutory requirement that States use Reading First funds to 
make available professional development in reading instruction to all schools, and 
not just those participating in Reading First. About 80 percent of States reported 
that offering professional development through Reading First was a key strategy for 
schools identified for improvement under NCLB, and a similar percentage of States 
said that providing curriculum and assessment materials through Reading First was 
a key improvement strategy. More importantly, about three-fifths of States reported 
that these Reading First-based strategies were “moderately or very effective in rais- 
ing student achievement.” 

A March 2007 report from the Government Accountability Office (GAO) also indi- 
cated that States have reported that there have been a number of changes, as well 
as improvements, in reading instruction since the implementation of Reading First. 
According to the report, 69% of all States reported great or very great improvement 
in reading instruction since inception of Reading First. 

Management Issues 

My message today is that the senior leadership of the Department of Education 
shares the widespread public concern about these issues, and has moved decisively 
and rapidly to respond to the issues raised by the Inspector General. Most signifi- 
cantly, in last year’s annual performance and accountability report to Congress and 
the public, I declared a material weakness for program management at the Depart- 
ment based in large part on the issues raised about the management of the Reading 
Eirst program. The material weakness does not diminish the significant progress we 
have made as a Department in improving the management of our programs, but 
rather reminds us that our work to ensure that our programs are managed to the 
highest standards is not yet complete. In addition, I have instructed my senior staff 
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to implement each of the recommendations from the Inspector General’s report. 
More specifically, the Department has already completed more than a 20 action 
steps in response to those recommendations. These have included: 

• Appointing Dr. Joseph Conaty, a well-respected career executive with nearly 20 
years of experience at the Department of Education, to manage the program; 

• Establishing an intra-Departmental group that meets regularly to help ^ide 
the implementation of the program. The group is made up of various officials within 
the Department, including representatives from the Office of Elementary and Sec- 
ondary Education, the Office of the General Counsel, and the Office of the Chief Fi- 
nancial Officer; 

• Expanding Reading First staff to reduce reliance on outside contractors; 

• Providing guidance on ensuring fairness and objectivity in the peer review proc- 
ess in all formula grant programs. This guidance was specific to issues involving 
conflict of interest; 

• Providing additional guidance to contractors and subcontractors to enhance the 
objectivity and effectiveness of their services, including clarifying conflict-of-interest 
prohibitions pertaining to the use of peer review panels and private contractors; 

• Reviewing all Reading First applications to ensure compliance with funding cri- 
teria. This review determined that the majority of State applications had the appro- 
priate documentation. The Department is continuing to work with the additional 
States to resolve any remaining issues; and 

• Conducting outreach to States on potential concerns about Reading First issues. 
To date, the Department has received 25 letters from States. 16 of those letters said 
only positive things about the Reading First program. An additional 13 States re- 
sponded that they either had no concerns or did not intend to write a letter. We 
remain committed to working with all States to address any concerns they may 
have about the program. 

In addition, the new Reading First program director, together with representa- 
tives from the Office of Inspector General and the Office of the General Counsel, 
delivered a presentation at the end of January to the National Association of State 
Title I Directors on the “lessons learned” from the IG’s findings, including on the 
implementation of new internal controls designed to ensure the integrity of the 
grant application process. This presentation also described steps that the Depart- 
ment is taking to ensure that our officials, consistent with the Department of Edu- 
cation Organization Act, do not take actions that could be interpreted as directing 
or controlling State and local curriculum decisions. 

I have also developed a charter for the peer review panel in Reading First that 
would further strengthen the program’s implementation in line with the Federal Ad- 
visory Committee Act. This panel would help the Department review issues that 
arise with State applications for Reading First and evaluate the third-year progress 
reports from the States. A notice of intent to establish this panel in accordance with 
the Federal Advisory Committee Act was published in the Federal Register on 
March 1, 2007. 

We believe that these comprehensive actions will help restore public confidence 
in the Department’s ability to fairly and impartially administer the Reading First 
State Grants program, and allow us to build on the progress that States, school dis- 
tricts, and schools have made under this program in improving reading instruction 
in the early grades. 

I urge the Members of this Committee to look at the entire record, and not just 
the recent headlines, as you evaluate the progress of Reading First and consider 
changes during the upcoming budget and reauthorization debates. If you do, I think 
you will agree that Reading First, with its emphasis on research-based instruction 
in the critical early years, is one of our best tools to ensure that all students receive 
a high-quality education, and it that merits your strong support. 

I would also like to take this opportunity to thank Congressman McKeon and 
Congressman Castle for introducing H.R. 1939, the Reading First Improvement Act. 
This legislation goes a long way toward addressing many of the concerns about the 
early implementation of Reading First. I look forward to continuing to work with 
Mr. McKeon, Mr. Castle, and other members of the Committee to strengthen Read- 
ing First. 

Conclusion 

Where the law needs changing, let’s do it. And where families need our help, let’s 
provide it. Together, we can enact policies that better prepare more students for col- 
lege * * * and help make sure they can afford it once they get there! 

But together, we can and must do more. From K-12 to higher education, you and 
I now have an opportunity to enact meaningful new policies that make a real dif- 
ference for students and families — just as we did 5 years ago. 
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There’s no time to wait. Nearly two-thirds of all high-growth, high-wage jobs cre- 
ated in the next decade will require a college degree-a degree that only one third 
of Americans have. I stand ready to work with you to make a real difference in the 
lives of the people we’re all here to serve. 

Thank you. I would be happy to answer your questions. 


Chairman Miller. Thank you very much for your testimony. 

As everyone is aware, the bells have rung, but let us go ahead 
and begin. 

Madam Secretary, I would hope that you would not characterize 
the concerns that have been raised by this committee, by the Sen- 
ate committee, by the state attorneys general as peripheral to the 
program. 

The inte^ity of these programs is absolutely essential to its core, 
which I think you say elsewhere in your testimony, and the ques- 
tions that have been raised, the suggestion that somehow this only 
dealt with private loans and therefore it is sort of out of your juris- 
diction, I would like to point out that in many instances these are 
the same entities making public and private loans in their negotia- 
tions and discussions, and that is where we get into trouble some- 
times with the institutions of higher education. 

And we will all stipulate to your statement that the federal aid 
has failed to keep up with the soaring cost of education, which 
therefore makes every one of these dollars and our ability to get 
them to students and to families even more valuable. 

As you point out, the Congress has long had a policy, the law, 
against inducements, prohibitive inducements, and this issue has 
been raised for a considerable period of time within the depart- 
ment. To date, with all due respect, the department hasn’t actually 
acted on these with any sense or haste or urgency. And over the 
last several months, we have seen a number of inducements identi- 
fied and people have settled or people have paid money or they 
have said they will never do it again. 

But if I could just ask, if I could have your sense of these induce- 
ments. We had ones where clearly there were revenue sharing and 
referral fees paid by lenders to colleges. Do you consider that an 
acceptable practice? 

Secretary Spellings. No, and, Mr. Chairman, this is where I 
think we really need some changes in law. The hurdle is very high. 
For me to establish a violation, I must prove a quid pro quo be- 
tween the 

Chairman Miller. We will get there. We will get there. 

Lenders were offering pools of money for lending — private pools 
of money for lending in exchange for placement on the preferred 
lender and exchange for a percentage of the federal loan volume on 
campus. I assume you don’t agree with that as a practice, and that 
is an inducement. Lenders paying for financial aid officer’s trips to 
resorts and to serve on the “advisory boards.” 

Secretary Spellings. As I said, Mr. Chairman, I need to clarify 
what the provisions are around inducements and the 

Chairman Miller. I understand that. 

Lenders paying for supplementing the salaries and school aid of- 
ficers, I assume you do not find that an acceptable practice. Is that 
correct? 

Secretary Spellings. That is correct. 
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Chairman Miller. Financial aid officers holding stock in the 
lenders that they are recommending to students. 

Secretary Spellings. Mr. Chairman, of course I don’t find that 
acceptable, but I have to clarify whose roles and responsibilities are 
implicated as we discuss those things. 

Chairman Miller. I understand that. Let me get to my point 
here. 

My concern is about the department in the broad sense of the 
word and the image, that from 2001 guidance was requested and 
provided to the department about how to deal with this issue. 
There were complaints from other lenders, there were concerns 
within the department, and nothing was done with respect to that 
guidance. 

An alert was again provided in August 1 of 2003 and at the end 
of long protracted discussions with the inspector general, essen- 
tially, what you had was the department saying, “We are going to 
continue to monitor this,” until we find the stories coming out of 
the New York attorney general about actions that were taken 
there. 

I just don’t quite understand how if monitoring was the solution 
that the department chose, how it is that they didn’t pick up any 
of these activities. Again, these were people who were skilled and, 
as Mr. McKeon pointed out, came from the industry, understood it, 
and somehow they missed every one of these, even though we now 
see them almost in every state in the union and across a significant 
number of colleges and lenders. 

Secretary Spellings. Well, Mr. Chairman, it is appropriate that 
I parse the various issues that you have raised, because there are 
different enforcement capabilities around a variety of them. 

Let me start with Nelnet, the issue that was raised 

Chairman Miller. Let’s just stick with the inducements for a 
second. 

Secretary Spellings. All right. Let’s stick with the inducements. 

Chairman Miller. So why is it from 2001 until recently when 
you started negotiated rulemaking, and that failed; did that alert 
you to some of the problems around the inducements until your ap- 
pointment of the task force after this all came to light? 

Secretary Spellings. Mr. Chairman, when I became secretary, I 
immediately began my work on higher education. I have probably 
been the most active secretary in this policy arena in a very long 
time. That is why I appointed a commission. But I think we also 
have to be aware of the interrelated nature of all these things. 

As they did their work, it became abundantly clear to me that 
I needed to initiate a negotiated rulemaking process in the absence 
of congressional action. It was the first time, except for the Fed Up 
initiative that Congressman McKeon had precipitated before, that 
that had been done. And that is why I initiated the process, the 
18-month process, and in December of last year began to raise 
these issues before that negotiated rulemaking group. They failed 
to reach consensus. 

I said that I would take that advice under consultation that they 
had, that they did not reach consensus on those matters, and that 
is why I have acted to recommend and to post to the Federal Reg- 
ister these aspects to end this inducement practice. 
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Now, I also have to say, Mr. Chairman 

Chairman Miller. With all due respect, Madam Secretary, this 
isn’t about you. It is about the department. It is about the failure 
of the department over a period of 5 years to deal with the problem 
that is growing in intensity, growing in its ethical unacceptance 
and probably in its criminal behavior. 

And as we now see, settlement after settlement, all across the 
country, at no time did anybody in the department think of picking 
up the phone and telling people, “You have got to stop this. We are 
going to work on a regulation.” 

It essentially has gone on to today without an official statement 
by the department about its unacceptability. That is the point. 

Secretary Spellings. Well, Mr. Chairman, I agree in large part 
with aspects of your point, but I think it is appropriate, and this 
is one of those a picture is worth a thousand words sorts of in- 
stances where I would like to commend you to our little diagram 
about how oversight of this program works. 

Chairman Miller. I have seen it. I have looked at it. 

Secretary Spellings. Now, I want to talk specifically about in- 
ducement matters, and that is that the hurdle that must be cleared 
by the department for us to assert a violation in the SL Program 
is a quid pro quo relationship between the awarding of a particular 
loan and the cruise of New York Harbor, for example, so that I 
must prove a direct relationship between that act and the awarding 
of the loan. And that is why we need changes in the law. 

Chairman Miller. But with all due respect, the question of 
whether you can prove that or not and your understanding, and ap- 
parently a lot of other people’s understanding, as they prosecuted 
this, is to, at a minimum, its ethical unacceptability. The idea that 
if you couldn’t prove it there, that therefore no action is taken, “We 
are going to monitor it.” 

On all of the monitoring, over 5 years, you couldn’t make the de- 
termination as a department that these practices should have been 
stopped? 

These practices, people were laying out millions of dollars of 
these inducements. I appreciate that there is not a piece of paper 
between the University of Indiana and a $3 million grant from Sal- 
lie Mae and they drive the Direct Student Loan Program, a federal 
program off campus. But, you know, when they were caught at it, 
they pledged to never do it again and paid back the money. You 
know, when these other people were caught at the cruises and it 
was brought to light, they paid back the money, they rebated 
money to students, they swore they would never do it again. 

So none of that was about proving it in the court of law. People 
were caught and the officials showed up at their front door and 
said, “This practice is unethical and illegal.” They didn’t say, “Well, 
take me to the Supreme Court.” They were caught, but nobody 
from the Department of Education showed up at the front door. 
That is what I don’t understand. 

Secretary Spellings. And I guess my question would be, did 
anyone show up from the FTC or the SEC or these other bod- 
ies — 

Chairman Miller. But they are not here today, with all due re- 
spect. 
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Secretary Spellings. Well, Mr. Chairman 

Chairman Miller. This is about your program. Your program is 
coupled; you can’t suggest that this is laid off on the private loan 
sector. This is coupled with the very same parties. It is convenient 
to decouple them, but the fact of the matter is, Sallie Mae was of- 
fering private pools of money in exchange for an increased federal 
participation in the loan volume. They were coupled 

Secretary Spellings. Mr. Chairman 

Chairman Miller [continuing]. And when they were caught. 
Madam Chairman, when it was suggested that we understood what 
they were doing, they said they will never do it again. 

Other lenders had brought this to the attention of the depart- 
ment. 

Secretary Spellings. I agree with you that we need changes in 
the law to make it more robust with respect to enforcement. 

Chairman Miller. What went wrong? 

Secretary Spellings. Mr. Chairman, as you know, and as I have 
pointed out on this diagram, there are 6,000 institutions. This is 
a multibillion dollar industry. There are aspects that relate to eligi- 
bility and authorities governing the SL Program and others that 
relate to SL. There are multiple grant programs. 

Chairman Miller. When it was suggested that students would 
not get a loan they applied for because it was not the lender that 
the school chose, you issued a, “Dear Colleague.” Boom, you 
stopped the practice. 

Secretary Spellings. And I have the authority to do that under 
current law. 

Chairman Miller. For paying people, for putting people on their 
payroll, for providing trips and inducements, for taking the federal 
program off campus for money, there is no “Dear Colleague,” there 
is no letter, there is no phone call that the department, the director 
of the program, whoever, can make to say, “This is unacceptable”? 

Secretary Spellings. We have conducted thousands and thou- 
sands of audits of programs over the last several years, obviously. 

Chairman Miller. But, apparently, not related to this. 

Secretary Spellings. Well, to the extent that I am charged with 
implementing a law and enforcing a law that has a very high hur- 
dle to be cleared, then perhaps we need a change in the law. 

Chairman Miller. With all due respect, I cannot accept that an- 
swer, because it isn’t about the high hurdles to be cleared. It is 
about whether or not you look at a situation, and, again, other law 
enforcement looked at the situation, made a determination and the 
practice ended. Nobody went to the Supreme Court, nobody went 
over the high hurdle. 

It was clear on its face the egregious nature of the inducement, 
the conflict of interest and the unethical behavior. Nowhere in 5 
years of monitoring, which was your — the department’s, not 
yours — the department’s accepted practice did anybody make an ef- 
fort to call a halt to these practices, with all of the audits that you 
cite in your testimony. 

Secretary Spellings. Well, as I said, we monitor these programs 
vigilantly. There are 

Chairman Miller. Apparently not. Madam Secretary. I under- 
stand what you are saying, and that was what you told the inspec- 
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tor general, that your choice of enforcement was continuing moni- 
toring. Who was monitoring? Did they have blinders on? 

Secretary Spellings. Thousands of audits and 

Chairman Miller. Not with respect to this problem. I know you 
have audits and people paid money, and you found problems with 
the programs all over the campuses. 

Secretary Spellings. And fines. 

Chairman Miller. You never found one of these problems, ap- 
parently. 

Secretary Spellings. Well, to the extent that it was not a viola- 
tion of the laws that I am charged with overseeing, then, no, we 
didn’t take action. 

Chairman Miller. Well, then you made an assumption, that 
whether you put people on a cruise to the Caribbean, whether you 
pay millions of dollars to kick a federal program off campus, wheth- 
er you provide private money so you can buy a larger share of the 
Federal Loan Program on a particular campus, you made a decision 
at the outset that none of that was a violation of the law and it 
was not worthy of any discussion with the campus, with the college 
president, with the lending authority or with the loan officer on 
campus. 

Secretary Spellings. Clearly, I was concerned about those prac- 
tices, and that is why I initiated the rulemaking last fall. But I 
would say that the ability to try to prove that level of legal burden 
in such cases was not something that 

Chairman Miller. I am afraid that has become a crutch. That 
is sort of like you said it is a high burden on Nelnet, so, therefore, 
we will let them keep the $300 million and they will give up the — 
they gave up $1 billion and you said this was too high a burden 
to think about going to court and the minute you walked in the 
door they gave $1 billion. 

Secretary Spellings. Mr. Chairman 

Chairman Miller. They must have had a hell of a strong case. 
They must have said, “Boy, we have got that Department of Edu- 
cation nailed. We have got them so nailed we are going to give up 
$1 billion.” It is just not plausible. 

Secretary Spellings. Well, I would like to take a moment and 
explain the Nelnet settlement, if I may. 

Chairman Miller. We are going to have to decide whether we 
are going to run and vote. We have 2 minutes. 

Secretary Spellings. When you get back. 

Chairman Miller. Yes. With baited breath, we wait for the an- 
swer. 

Secretary Spellings. Yes, sir. 

Chairman Miller. Thank you. Madam Secretary. 

Secretary Spellings. Thank you. 

[Recess.] 

Chairman Miller. The committee will come back to order. 

Madam Secretary, thank you very much for putting up with the 
interruption. You are no stranger to the Hill, so you know how this 
works. But also thank you very much. 

The secretary has agreed to stay till 1:30 to allow as many mem- 
bers as possible to have an opportunity to question. 

I think I have about 5 minutes left. 



29 


Madam Secretary, when we left, I was concerned that the depart- 
ment for a considerable period of time had chosen the alternative 
in looking at inducements of monitoring, of continuous monitoring 
of this program and the fact that it did not appear that in all of 
that monitoring that they became aware of many of the egregious 
practices that you, I and Mr. McKeon and almost everybody else 
think were wrong within the program. And I just don’t understand 
why that was the selected practice. 

Secretary Spellings. Mr. Chairman, I agree that we have work 
to do on preferred lenders and inducements, and that is why today 
I have taken action to post those rules. 

As you know, much of this has come to our attention through the 
attorney general of New York, and, like you, I have read about 
much of that in the newspaper. Those are things that violate var- 
ious state deceptive trade practices, laws and so forth, and I do, I 
think this speaks to an area where we need to strengthen the law 
and strengthen the ability to have oversight. 

As I said before, the threshold is very high for us to prove a di- 
rect quid quo pro between the inducement, the group and the ac- 
tual loan or increase in lending. But is there more to do on induce- 
ments? You bet, and that is why I am doing so. 

Chairman Miller. Well, I appreciate that answer, and I welcome 
those changes, and I think they are important, because I find that 
more in keeping with the OIG’s recommendation where the OIG 
stated that, “We are looking for the department to take a strong 
role and provide guidance to the community, not wait and see what 
the community wants them to say about it.” That was in response 
to the August 1, 2003, guidance. 

And I think the OIG had it right, and I think it has been a costly 
lapse in enforcement by the department to the credibility of this 
program, because I think it is very clear, when we held our hear- 
ings and when we agreed upon the bill, when we talked about the 
practices, there is an agreement here that these are just unaccept- 
able inside of this program. 

And my concern is that it may be a high legal barrier, but I sus- 
pect we haven’t completely lost a sense of shame, and when you are 
dealing with marquis universities and marquis public companies, 
these practices just don’t hold up very well in the light of day. 

And I think that the Office of the Secretary and the department 
have got to let these people know that these practices are unaccept- 
able. We will deal with the legalities later, but they have got to be 
told that this is unacceptable to the ethical standards of the de- 
partment, to the Congress and certainly to the people who are bor- 
rowing money. 

Secretary Spellings. I will use what moral suasion I have, but 
I also 

Chairman Miller. It is considerable. 

Secretary Spellings [continuing]. Want to use the negotiated 
rulemaking to do something that we can enforce. 

Chairman Miller. No, I understand that. I understand that, and 
you have been working that process. I am just saying at some point 
you have got to stop the bleeding. And in this case, I think there 
is enough moral suasion in the department to stop the bleeding 
while you go forward with that. 
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If I can turn, in my remaining time, to the question of the 9.5, 
the so-called Nelnet issue. There you engaged in the settlement 
with Nelnet, which ended up, I believe, if I characterize this right, 
they kept $278 million from past practices, and they forego poten- 
tial revenue on a continuation of those practices into the future of 
$800 million over X number of years. Is that a fair statement? 

Secretary Spellings. The potentiality for additional costs of the 
government was nearing $1 billion, yes. 

Chairman Miller. Right. Can you tell us why the settlement in 
that frame? 

Secretary Spellings. Yes, sir, I can. And this is a highly complex 
part of the law, the 9.5 percent special allowance payment provi- 
sion. It has not been tested in a court. There are four practices that 
were brought to bear as part of this. You all closed three of those 
four in HERA and in the Teacher Taxpayer Protection Act. 

Chairman Miller. Right. 

Secretary Spellings. For the record, I will say that the president 
was very early in observing this practice in January of 2004. In his 
2005 budget, he sought to close it and so forth. So that chapter is 
closed. 

With respect to one other practice, the transferring, it was not 
considered to be unlawful to the extent that they were first and 
second generation loans. 

Chairman Miller. Right. 

Secretary Spellings. My inspector general brought to my atten- 
tion that that organization was misusing that particular aspect. 
We, at the Department of Education, had sent, I think, an unclear 
answer and continued to make payments in the year between 
Nelnet’s request for an answer and subsequent action. And, as 
such, I believed, and obviously anyone can second guess the legal 
settlement, that we had significant exposure to this government 
and significant liability potential for not only this entity but poten- 
tially impacting others. 

And so that is why, I think, as a matter of prudence, I agreed 
to end, finally, this practice, settle that lawsuit for approximately 
$278 million, mitigating it against the nearly $1 billion of addi- 
tional damage that might have been incurred had we lost that law- 
suit. I worked with my inspector general to provide a methodology 
that would be sound and that could apply about legitimate reim- 
bursements under that, and that is what we have done. 

Chairman Miller. Thank you. And I appreciate that action. 
Again, I say this not to hold you responsible, but this is a review 
of the department with respect to enforcement. This 9.5 problem 
was outlined in 2001 in a department-wide memo saying that, es- 
sentially, that these people put together a scheme to extend the life 
and this exorbitant subsidy at a time of record low interest rates, 
costing this huge amount of money. And it really isn’t until Nelnet 
comes to light quite later and you deal with that. 

But, again, the failure to respond to this, to look at it, to engage 
with it over 4 years until Nelnet, we paid out a lot of money in 
those 9.5s. 

And, apparently, there were others who were doing the same 
kind of things. You have sent them a “Dear Colleague.” It appears 
you may have stopped them in their tracks when you said they are 
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going to have to prove the trail of their right to the 9.5 and you 
are going to ask for an audit of each one of those. 

Again, my concern is that $1 billion is on the table — and there 
is no question I am second guessing your judgment here — you 
make a determination there is a very high legal barrier to do this 
and yet the people who are engaged in the same practice stop the 
practice when they get a “Dear Colleague.” 

And Nelnet, as I said before, if it is such an easy case for them, 
why do they walk away from $1 billion? I mean, if they spent $100 
million on lawyers, if it was so easy, they would be in great shape. 

Secretary Spellings. Well, that is something we will 

Chairman Miller. It was a scheme. 

Secretary Spellings [continuing]. Obviously we will never know 
the answer to that of 

Chairman Miller. That is right. That is my concern. 

Secretary Spellings [continuing]. Who would have won a law- 
suit in this case. I was concerned that having paid, I think, four 
or five quarterly payments to that and many other organizations 
around that, that we had significant legal exposure, and all I could 
do at the time was all I could do, which was to end definitively 
once and for all that practice by closing that loophole and applying 
a methodology broadly across the industry. 

Chairman Miller. Well, I think, as we saw with your “Dear Col- 
league,” that might have stopped Nelnet in their tracks too, and it 
could have stopped from the department, not necessarily when you 
were there but either while you were there or your predecessor and 
could have stopped this hemorrhaging of money that they were not 
entitled to, that had been brought to their attention. 

I have run out of time. I don’t think this is the last we are going 
to hear about it. My understanding is that the Department of Jus- 
tice is now looking at that audit and we will see where that takes 
us. 

I recognize Mr. McKeon. 

Mr. McKeon. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Madam Secretary, I know that you have been at the department 
now for a little less than 2 years, but we keep talking about before 
you got there, so I want to go back even a little further than before 
you got there. 

You have been criticized, your administration’s been criticized for 
lack of oversight, but there is really no context for that allegation. 
In comparison to the Clinton administration, can you tell us how 
many program reviews and audits were handled by the Federal 
Student Aid Office during the Clinton administration and the cur- 
rent one? 

Secretary Spellings. Mr. Chairman — I mean. Congressman, no, 
I do not 

Mr. McKeon. That is okay. [Laughter.] 

Secretary Spellings. Pardon me, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Miller. I call him a Democrat all the time. You might 
as well call him chairman. It will balance out over time. 

Secretary Spellings. Pardon me, Mr. Chairman. 

Well, we have not done any analysis about that, candidly, and 
I 
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Mr. McKeon. Maybe you could do it for the record as a follow 
up. 

Secretary Spellings. I would be glad to, but my understanding 
is that it is somewhat in excess of the kind of monitoring, the thou- 
sands of monitoring investigations that go on as part of FSA en- 
forcement. We will certainly look at that. I am about going forward. 

Mr. McKeon. I had a follow-up question on that, and maybe I 
can get that for the record too. Just, kind of, if you could do a com- 
parison between the 6 years that President Bush has been presi- 
dent — 

Secretary Spellings. I would be delighted to do that. 

Mr. Mc&:on [continuing]. And the 8 years and even before that, 
if we want to go back 20 years, because some of these programs 
have been around that long. 

You have been criticized for not addressing the issue of the 9.5 
loans in a timely fashion, an issue that has been around for at 
least 20 years. We know that the Clinton administration actually 
increased the number of loans eligible for 9.5 when they published 
their 1996 “Dear Colleague” letter. But what I want to know is 
what the Clinton administration did to limit payment on those 9.5 
loans. 

Secretary Spellings. I am not aware of any action that they 
took. 

Mr. McKeon. Maybe you could find out, if you could clarify that 
in the record. 

Secretary Spellings. I will. 

Mr. Mc!^ON. Madam Secretary, isn’t it true that you personally 
took this issue on and pushed Congress to enact legislation to limit 
9.5 loans when the general counsel at the Department of Education 
advised you that negotiated rulemaking would be required to 
change policy, and you realized that such a progress would take 
longer than getting Congress to act? 

Secretary Spellings. Well, I think I would say a couple of 
things. First, in January of 2004, actually, February of 2004, in the 
president’s 2005 budget, he recommended the closing of this loop- 
hole. As I have explained, it is a complicated provision, that there 
are actually four aspects of this law. And with respect to the one 
that did not need additional statutory action, we did clarify that 
through a “Dear Colleague” letter. 

Mr. McKeon. Madam Secretary, you have been criticized for not 
enforcing the inducement prohibition in the Higher Education Act. 
We know that the Clinton administration took an action against 
Sallie Mae, which was decided in Sallie Mae’s favor by an adminis- 
trative law judge in 1996. 

Eor the record, do you know how many other enforcement actions 
were taken by the Clinton administration with respect to induce- 
ments? 

Secretary Spellings. I do know that the department lost that 
case that you mentioned. With respect to other actions that they 
may have taken, I will tell you that as high as the threshold is, 
that the hurdle is, we have taken action against some of these in- 
ducement issues, and there are some examples of that in my writ- 
ten testimony, with the Dr. Scholl’s Podiatric College and various 
other entities where a direct relationship was proved. But I will 
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also do analysis of the previous administration and ours about en- 
forcement around those matters. 

Mr. McKeon. Madam Secretary, has your administration taken 
any such action against lenders? 

Secretary Spellings. On inducements? 

Mr. McKeon. Yes. 

Secretary Spellings. Well, as I said, the statutory burden that 
I have to prove and that is brought to bear by me is a difficult one 
to prove. However, obviously, all these various other things that 
are going on with attorneys general around the country and the 
like are brought to bear under state laws and various other en- 
forcement authorities. So to the extent that that might implicate 
other lenders, I am not aware. 

I do want to say quickly that we have contacted the Attorney 
General’s Office in New York and asked him for all the information 
that he has found, and he has made one contact with my inspector 
general’s office with respect to personnel matters, but I am very 
anxious to get what information he has and, as I said in my open- 
ing statement, have sent teams to the 44 institutions that we have 
read about in the paper, and I am anxious to get what information 
he might have internally. 

Mr. McKeon. Madam Secretary, last week, the testimony of Dal- 
las Martin, president of the National Association of Student Finan- 
cial Aid Administrators, before the Subcommittee on Higher Edu- 
cation, Lifelong Learning and Competitiveness, stated that the de- 
partment has never fined an institution of higher education for 
lack of administrative capability and that had the department done 
so schools would not have accepted help with staffing in the finan- 
cial aid office or with call centers or brochures. 

Do you think that is true? And in light of his testimony, do you 
plan on fining more schools for lack of administrative capability if 
someone at the U.S. Department of Education believes the institu- 
tion needs more staff in the financial aid office? 

Secretary Spellings. Well, I would say a couple of things about 
that. One is, that that is something that we do look at as part of 
the reviews of the programs, and since 2004, we have assessed cita- 
tions or fines at 124 different instances of those matters, to the 
tune of nearly $4.5 million. 

However, having said that, I mean, the staffing of universities is 
not within the purview of the Department of Education, and so 
while it is something we certainly look with respect to capacity 
adequately serving students and eligibility for these programs, yes, 
but in the aggregate of how many people does it take at the Uni- 
versity of Texas to run a program, that is certainly in their juris- 
diction. 

Mr. McKeon. Madam Secretary, did you ever imagine you would 
be expected to be the ethics police for our nation’s colleges? 

Secretary Spellings. No, Congressman. I didn’t imagine it, and 
I don’t think I am. I think the academy has a role to play here and 
should. In fact, I have found in some cases the silence to be a little 
deafening, and I think they can do more internally through codes 
of conduct at institutions or state legislative policies or higher edu- 
cation governing board policies and those sorts of things. But it 
would be imponderable for me to be fully aware of the individual 
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situations of staff and financial aid officers and more than 6,000 
different colleges and universities in this country. 

Mr. McKeon. Are you surprised that our colleges have not heen 
addressing the ethics issues that have been written about in the 
press? 

Secretary Spellings. Well, I think I am encouraged when I see 
that when it is called to their attention they have gone to work. 
Obviously, it is not in their interest to have a lack of credibility and 
lack of confidence around their good reputations. And so I think 
they have sprung into action in those isolated cases. 

I do think they can do more. I think there can be codes of con- 
duct put in place and so forth, and I will urge them to do so. 

Mr. McKeon. I said in my opening statement that I hope that 
what we could get out of this kind of a hearing is a chance for us 
to work together to get action to stop bad acts that have taken 
place and move forward together. Because, really, all of us should 
be focused on what is best for the young people or sometimes not 
so young people in our nation that are trying to get an education 
to better themselves to achieve the American dream. That should 
be our focus, in my view, not to play gotcha with things that have 
happened in the past, unless we use it as a learning thing to move 
forward. 

I really am concerned that some of the things that have been 
written, some of the things that have been said, even some of the 
things that have happened in hearings here tend to paint a bad 
light on 6,000 schools when it may be just a very small number of 
those that are really doing things they shouldn’t be doing. The 
same with the number of lenders. Yes, the ones that are out of line, 
that are doing things that are violating the things that the chair- 
man talked about that we all agree on, those should be taken care 
of. And the bill, I think, that we passed yesterday in the House 
moves to help that. 

Yesterday, the New York Times quoted Terry Hartle, a former 
Kennedy staffer and current senior vice president of the American 
Council of Education, as saying many of the problems that have 
come to light had not been considered a problem before. Lots of 
things that were seen as acceptable 3 months ago are no longer re- 
garded that way. 

Why do you think that is? Are things really as bad as the press 
would like us to think or is this political theatrics? 

Secretary Spellings. Well, Congressman, I will let others be the 
judge of that, but I do think what is, kind of, a teachable moment 
out of all of this is that we have learned there is major room for 
improvement in all of this, and I do think that there has been some 
service in that. 

I do think, in light of your comment previous to that as well as 
the one you just made is, that it is hard enough to get kids quali- 
fied and interested and unintimidated enough with accessing high- 
er education in the first place. And we need to do all we can to pro- 
vide a lot of confidence and a lot of sense of security around that 
process. 

And we must understand, kind of, the macro level policy picture 
here, which is not just about a special allowance payment but how 
all of this fits together for kids, how easy it is, how early it is, how 
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rich the package of benefits are with respect to the level of a Pell 
Grant or whatever, transparency about choosing an institution, 
issues about quality. 

I mean, I think there is a whole lot of grist for the mill here, and 
I think it would be a missed opportunity if we only jumped on just 
one narrow aspect. And I hope we won’t, and I know we won’t, and 
I really commend you all for the step you took yesterday. 

Mr. McKeon. I have one final question, and then I want to yield 
time to Mr. Keller, the ranking member on the subcommittee. 

One of the concerns that I have had is that people that are giving 
up their time, they could be working in private industry, but they 
come to work for the government, not so much out of how much 
money they could make or how much power they can enjoy but out 
of a dedication really to serve. 

Madam Secretary, I see from the press that your chief operating 
officer, Terri Shaw, just resigned, although I understand from your 
announcement she told you back in February that she intended to 
resign. Yesterday, The Washington Post quoted Michael 
Dannenberg, a former Kennedy staffer and longtime critic of the 
FFEL Program of saying, “Her tenure has been characterized by 
lack of oversight and negligent administration of the Student Loan 
Program.” 

And even Senator Obama felt compelled to comment and implied 
that Mrs. Shaw was more interested in helping banks than stu- 
dents. 

Would you care to react to that statement? 

Secretary Spellings. I would, and I want to thank Terri publicly 
for her service these last 5 years as the head of this performance- 
based organization, the FSA. She is not a political appointee, is not 
confirmed by the Senate, serves in that capacity of one of three per- 
formance-based organizations. 

She did come to me earlier this year — her term is expiring this 
summer — and indicated her desire to leave somewhat short of that 
for personal and family reasons. 

She has had a major hand in seeing this organization removed 
from the high risk status that they were under for years and years. 
You all will remember the stolen credit card — I mean, the stolen 
computers and the credit cards and on and on and on, the 61-inch 
television purchased, et cetera, as well as these five clean audits. 

And I think she has given good service to this government. I look 
forward to finding a strong manager and someone with expertise 
to replace her, and we will work hard to do that quickly so we can 
all get about this business of making sure this program is one of 
great integrity. 

Mr. McKeon. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to yield time now to Mr. Keller. 

Mr. Keller. I thank the gentleman from California for yielding. 

And I thank you for being here. Madam Secretary. 

I am going to ask you a series of specific questions, but to put 
it in perspective, I think there is some confusion that I read about 
in the news media about the $85 billion student lending industry. 
In reality, about $60 billion of that is the Federal Stafford Student 
Loans, which is roughly 70 percent of the $85 billion. And a much 
smaller percentage are these alternative private loans, which are 
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not federal loans guaranteed under Title IV of the Higher Edu- 
cation Act. 

The principal and almost exclusive focus of the New York Attor- 
ney General Cuomo was on these alternative private loans, which 
aren’t governed by the Higher Education Act. 

And when he was here, he talked about students being hurt, and 
I asked him specifically, “Do you have any evidence of any student 
receiving a federal loan under title IV being hurt as a result of pay- 
ing a higher interest rate or higher origination fee than the federal 
law allows,” and he said, no, he didn’t have any of that. 

He did say that there were one or two schools that only had one 
FEEL lender and he hoped that they would have more. I think we 
can all agree on that. But even then no evidence anyone was hurt. 

So with that as background, let me ask you a few questions. As 
a U.S. secretary of education, do you have jurisdiction to conduct 
oversight and regulation of these alternative private loans which 
aren’t federal loans guaranteed under title IV of the Higher Edu- 
cation Act? 

Secretary Spellings. No, sir, I don’t. 

Mr. Keller. Okay. And you cannot, on your own, even if you 
wanted to, go out today and promulgate a bunch of regulations 
which essentially say that you want to apply the Higher Education 
Act anti-inducement provision to these private alternative con- 
sumer credit loans because you don’t have that legal authority. Is 
that correct? 

Secretary Spellings. That is correct, but I do think it is appro- 
priate that as a member of the president’s cabinet, and I have said 
today that I intend to work with the chairs of the SEC, the FTC, 
the FDIC, among others, to make sure that we have a system of 
integrity throughout the government. 

Mr. Keller. Right. And, in fact, you know that we passed the 
Sunshine Student Loan Act yesterday by an overwhelming margin, 
which would, for the first time, give you some oversight over some 
of these loans. For example, you would, for the first time, be able 
to issue a fine of $25,000 to colleges or non-federal lenders which 
have violated the provisions of that law. Are you familiar with 
that? 

Secretary Spellings. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Keller. But as of this date, you don’t have that authority, 
obviously, because we haven’t passed it through the Senate, and it 
hasn’t been signed into law by the president, correct? 

Secretary Spellings. That is correct. 

Mr. Keller. So with that as background, I was somewhat per- 
plexed at the testimony on April 25 from New York Attorney Gen- 
eral Andrew Cuomo, who said, “The U.S. Department of Education 
has been asleep at the switch. The entity charged with maintaining 
the integrity of the student loan market failed. The failure of the 
department to pass adequate regulations is disappointing and irre- 
sponsible.” 

Prior to that testimony by the attorney general from New York, 
Cuomo, on April 25, did he ever call you and say, “Hey, Margaret 
Spellings, this is your fellow former cabinet member here, and I 
just want you to know that I think you have been asleep at the 
switch as head of the U.S. Department of Education”? 
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Secretary Spellings. No, sir, he didn’t. And as I have said, his 
office had one contact with one individual in my inspector general’s 
office around a personnel matter only, which is the subject of an 
inspector general investigation. But that is the only contact we 
have had. We have sent letters, made calls and received late last 
night a letter from his deputy. 

Mr. Keller. And prior to that April 25 hearing. Attorney Gen- 
eral Cuomo never called you to say that you have failed to main- 
tain the integrity of the student loan department? 

Secretary Spellings. No, sir, he has not. 

Mr. Keller. Prior to April 25, he never called you and said that 
he is disappointed in you and you have been irresponsible as head 
of the Department of Education? 

Secretary Spellings. No, sir, he has not. 

Mr. Keller. Now, after that appearance, he then went out and 
had a press conference on April 25 and issued a press release, 
which I have here, dated April 25, entitled, “Cuomo Testifies Before 
House Education Committee on Student Loan Industry. Cuomo 
says Department of Education Asleep at the Switch.” And then he 
goes through in three separate times here says that your depart- 
ment has been asleep at the switch. “I am not quick to criticize, 
but I believe in this case the Department of Education has been 
asleep at the switch.” 

Since that press conference and this press release on April 25, 
has Attorney General Cuomo ever called you to have any discus- 
sions with you about improvements you can make? 

Secretary Spellings. No, sir, he has not. 

Mr. Keller. Okay. Well, I have had a chance to look at the 
record, as you might imagine here, and I can tell you from review- 
ing it that the U.S. Department of Education under your leadership 
has a far better record of oversight than existing during the Clin- 
ton administration. And I could give you several examples but I am 
limited on time so I will just give you one to start with. 

Ever since you have been in charge of the Department of Edu- 
cation, the GAO has removed the Student Financial Aid Office 
from their high risk list for programs which are at risk of waste, 
fraud and abuse. The Department of Education under the Clinton 
administration in 1992 to 2000 was on that list consistently. 

And since Attorney General Cuomo was so critical of you as a 
cabinet secretary, I thought, well, let me just take a look at his 
record. And then I saw that he was the secretary of HUD from Jan- 
uary 1997 to January 2001 and guess what? The GAO put his en- 
tire department on the high risk list for waste, fraud and abuse. 

So I guess the moral of this story is that people who live in glass 
HUD houses probably shouldn’t being throwing stones. 

Let me ask you a little bit about the direct lending versus FFEL. 
Would you agree with me that there is room for the existence and 
healthy competition for both of these programs, direct lending and 
FFEL, because they improve together customer service and lower 
costs for students and taxpayers? 

Secretary Spellings. I absolutely would, and I think we have a 
lot of good arguments that would show support for that. Lots of 
consumer choice. 
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Mr. Keller. Since I have laid out some of the criticisms, let me 
just ask you, do you feel that you have been guilty of lax oversight 
or you have somehow been asleep at the switch? 

Secretary Spellings. No, sir, I don’t. In fact, some have said I 
am the most active secretary of education in these higher ed mat- 
ters that has been seen for a long time. 

Mr. Keller. Okay. I believe Congressman McKeon’s time has ex- 
pired but 

Chairman Miller. The gentleman’s time has expired. Mr. 
McKeon’s time has expired. 

Mr. Kildee? 

Mr. Kildee. Yes, sir. I yield 30 seconds to Chairman Miller. 

Chairman Miller. Well, since the defense of Clinton made me 
do it, I thought we would enter Mr. Clinton’s 2001 budget where 
he also asked for the repeal of the 9.5. 

And the question of whether or not the beat goes on, again, 
Cuomo announced that he has entered into a cooperative agree- 
ment today with CIT and Student Loan Xpress where they have 
agreed to join him in the investigation of those two entities on a 
cooperative basis of Student Loan Xpress and of Matteo Fontana, 
the Department of Education official who received stock and other 
benefits from Student Loan Xpress. 

Mr. Kildee? 

Mr. Kildee. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Madam Secretary, greed is a vice that every human institution 
has to guard against, including the Congress itself, obviously. The 
problem with the student loans and the Reading First really are 
worded in greed. And vigilance is a great guardian against greed. 
We read in scripture, who will watch the watchman? 

One would hope that someone decides the inspector general 
would be vigilant. Oversight within a department really has to 
come from the top down. There are only two people involved in the 
day-to-day administration of the Reading First Program, and most 
of the work was contracted out by the department. 

Why did the department fail to provide the appropriate resources 
to this very vital program, which distributes roughly $1 billion per 
year? And what has the department done to ensure sufficient re- 
sources are now being devoted to Reading First? 

Secretary Spellings. Well, Congressman, I think the Reading 
First Program is one of the hallmark accomplishments of No Child 
Left Behind and it has caused great improvement in reading in- 
struction for kids. It is a national program. The contracted efforts 
largely have centered around regional technical assistance to make 
sure that users in states and districts have access to guidance and 
technical assistance as they have implemented that program. 

It was certainly something that we did with expertise from 
throughout the country and in the field. 

Mr. Kildee. But I think that within the department there was 
a big change. You had two people really in a day-by-day basis 
watching it. Within the department the vigilance has to be there, 
and when the inspector general uncovers these things and the in- 
spector general tells us that matters were such that he had re- 
ferred much of this problem or some of this problem to the Justice 
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Department, that is indicative that there could have been greater 
vigilance. 

Secretary Spellings. Well, I certainly agree that there is much 
room for improvement in the oversight of that program. That is 
why I adopted every single aspect of his inspector general’s report. 
I have worked hard to put changes in place, including making per- 
sonnel changes, instituting training programs for my staff, safe- 
guarding the peer review process, reaching out to states and on 
and on. I do think improvements can and should be made. I think 
it is obviously very detrimental to a very effective program when 
that sort of thing is called into question. 

Mr. Kildee. Within your department have you asked yourself, 
who is watching the watchman? There has to be a system. It is 
great to have an inspector general, we have inspector generals for 
our departments, but when it reaches that level and we find some 
problems there, there has been some problems above that, what 
structurally have you done to try to avoid those problems in the fu- 
ture? 

Secretary Spellings. Well, I have increased the staff from two, 
that you mentioned, to seven people who work as part of the em- 
brace of the inspector general’s work. I can tell you at the time, 
this early implementation happened, kind of, in the 2002-2003 
timeframe. Obviously, Secretary Paige was at the helm. There was 
a deputy, there was a person who was in charge of elementary and 
secondary education and then Mr. Doherty, who was here before 
you a few weeks ago, who managed the program. 

Mr. Kildee. Well, I appreciate what you are doing and I really — 
wherever there is money and wherever there are people we have 
to say guard against greed, because greed is the root of all these 
things. And I think that your department, you are entrusted with 
an enormous amount of taxpayer dollars for programs that are 
very, very important. And No Child Left Behind Reading First is 
such an important element. 

Secretary Spellings. Absolutely. 

Mr. Kildee. So I commend you for increasing the number of two 
to seven, but I think you have to help breed an increasing culture 
within the department to watch for these possibilities where greed 
leads to the loss of taxpayer dollars and a weakening of the pro- 
gram. 

Secretary Spellings. I certainly intend to do that, and no one is 
hurt more by that lack of confidence than me and my department 
and the senior management of it and then specifically, kind of, a 
lack of confidence and the ability to invest in these very effective 
programs. And I regret that. 

Mr. Kildee. Thank you. Madam Secretary. 

Mr. Keller. I thank the gentleman for yielding. 

I started to ask you. Madam Secretary, if you felt that you have 
done a good job with oversight and I believe you said you think you 
have done a good job with oversight? 

Secretary Spellings. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Keller. Isn’t it true that you guys have under your leader- 
ship already started performing on-site reviews at 44 different col- 
leges with respect to 26 separate lenders relating to the anti-in- 
ducement provisions of the Higher Education Act? 
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Secretary Spellings. Yes, we have. I mentioned that in my open- 
ing statement, and I would be anxious to get whatever internal in- 
formation General Cuomo has that might aid our work in that re- 
gard. But we have sent teams to every single one of those institu- 
tions, yes. 

Mr. Keller. Well, I hope you now get a call from Attorney Gen- 
eral Cuomo. 

Secretary Spellings. With your help. 

Mr. Keller. I know the press release that I read was one of 15 
press releases that he has issued only since February 1 on the stu- 
dent loan issue, so I know he has got some free time. I hope he 
picks up the phone and calls you. 

Let me then ask you about some of this allegation of being too 
close with some of the FFEL lenders, because some of the people 
who used to work in the lending industry now work at the Depart- 
ment of Education, and some people are upset about that, which 
to me is like saying if you used to be a farmer and you know what 
you are talking about, you are not allowed to go to work at the De- 
partment of Agriculture. 

So with that said, isn’t it true that during the Clinton adminis- 
tration that you had some senior former student lending execu- 
tives, like Barry Morrow with Sallie Mae and John Reeves as presi- 
dent of a large lender called Educaid who went on and worked in 
the Clinton administration student loan department? 

Secretary Spellings. Yes, sir. There obviously have been people 
from various organizations that have served at the Department of 
Education in this administration and the one previous. 

Mr. Keller. Okay. And in terms of cracking down, I know you 
had one instance where you put an employee on administrative 
leave when you learned that they had certain stock by a lender, 
and some people might want to inquire, “Hey, why didn’t you just 
fire that person?” Isn’t it true that in reality that person actually 
had acquired that stock well before even joining the Department of 
Education? 

Secretary Spellings. Yes. And, obviously, we count on — I mean, 
the burden is on the individual, as it is on all of us, to complete 
the 278 form to be accurate and honest in the reflection of what 
holdings they have. 

And to the extent that Mr. Fontana did not meet that standard, 
I have asked the inspector general to review that case and have in 
the meantime put him on administrative leave. Obviously, we live 
in a country where you are innocent until proven guilty, and I will 
be glad to report back to this committee about what the inspector 
general finds. 

Mr. Keller. Okay. Thank you. 

Let me walk through some of the provisions of the Sunshine Stu- 
dent Loan Act, and the reason I want to is I know your task force 
hasn’t reached a final consensus, and so I want to see how com- 
fortable you are with what we have agreed to here. 

First, with respect to preferred lenders, under the Sunshine Stu- 
dent Loan Act, it says you can still have a preferred lender list, but 
you have to have at least three FFEL lenders and you have to ex- 
plain why they were selected and why it benefits the students. 
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That is something pretty consistent with your task force rec- 
ommendations. Are you comfortable with that provision? 

Secretary Spellings. Absolutely. In fact, in my statement, I said 
that I am moving forward and will post those in the Federal Reg- 
ister very shortly, and they will become effective in November. 

Mr. Keller. Great. Also, the Sunshine Student Loan Act pro- 
vides a code of conduct which essentially says there can be no con- 
flicts of interests, gifts or revenue sharing between lenders and the 
colleges or their employees. Are you comfortable with that language 
as well? 

Secretary Spellings. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Keller. Okay. Some people, in light of the somewhat unre- 
lated scandal up in New York, have said that, well, maybe we 
should just completely abolish the preferred lender list and do 
away with it, and I want to ask you about that. 

I am concerned about that approach, because if you are an 18- 
year-old freshman in college, the preferred lender list really creates 
order out of chaos. There are over 1,000 lenders, and some of these 
lenders provide very low interest rates, low origination fees, are 
very flexible when you want to defer payments and have great cus- 
tomer service. Other lenders may have higher rates and fees, bad 
customer service and could be characterized as somewhat fly by 
night operations. 

So as long as the preferred lender list is done right, I think it 
is a pretty good idea sometimes to have a financial aid adminis- 
trator who has been doing that job for 2 or 3 decades to be able 
to give these 18-year-olds some advice on, “Here are four or five 
lenders that we think are pretty good.” Would you agree with that 
assessment? 

Secretary Spellings. Absolutely agree with you. 

Mr. Keller. Okay. 

I am sorry, my time has expired, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Miller. Mr. Andrews? 

Mr. Andrews. Thank you. 

I thank the secretary for her testimony. 

Madam Secretary, you were confirmed in the first quarter of 
2005; is that right? 

Secretary Spellings. That is correct. 

Mr. Andrews. And when you were confirmed, was Ms. Shaw the 
chief operating officer of the student aid operation? 

Secretary Spellings. Yes, she was. She is in a 5-year term, 
which will expire this summer. 

Mr. Andrews. I assume that you met with her when you first 
came aboard and did you ask her were there any outstanding audit 
issues or problems with her area? 

Secretary Spellings. In January of 2005, we had just been re- 
moved from the high risk list 

Mr. Andrews. Right. 

Secretary Spellings [continuing]. Which she had worked very 
hard to do, so I was very encouraged by that then recent event. 
But, certainly, I asked her about the work of her operation, as you 
would expect me to as a manager. 

Mr. Andrews. Did she indicate that there were any outstanding 
issues from the inspector general of the department? 
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Secretary Spellings. I don’t remember that we talked specifi- 
cally about individual aspects of particular ongoing inspector gen- 
eral reports, but, certainly, those have since come to my attention, 
and I do talk with her about it. Whether I did it in January 2005, 
in the first quarter, I can’t recall. 

Mr. Andrews. Okay. On August 1 of 2003, Cathy Lewis, assist- 
ant inspector general of the department, sent a memo to Sally 
Stroup, called an alert memorandum, and I am going to quote from 
that. 

It talks about a review that had been done and it says, “Our re- 
view,” meaning the IG of your department, “concluded that there 
are bargaining practices between schools and lenders for FFEL pre- 
ferred loan status and private loan volume that should be ad- 
dressed through statutory and regulatory changes or further de- 
partment guidance. Given the current marketing practices by 
schools and lenders, the department should examine the roles and 
responsibilities of schools as well as lenders and lender affiliates in 
the inducement issue.” 

Between your tenure, beginning in the first quarter of 2005 and 
January of 2007, did you take any actions at all in response to that 
report from the inspector general? 

Secretary Spellings. Well, yes. Congressman, absolutely. And 
my inspector general at FSA, there are many, many technical 
things, much of which has been worked through to the satisfaction 
of the inspector general, and some of those remain open. 

Mr. Andrews. So what did you do prior to January of 2007 about 
this report? 

Secretary Spellings. Well, I give to you a lengthy list of the var- 
ious steps that have been taken around particular issues. As I have 
said, some of those have been reached to the satisfaction of the in- 
spector general and some of have not, and we continue to work on 
those. 

Mr. Andrews. Well, let me ask you specifically 

Secretary Spellings. But also may I mention quickly that 

Mr. Andrews. Yes. 

Secretary Spellings [continuing]. The negotiated rulemaking, of 
course, that we initiated last August is an important thing to call 
attention to, and certainly we put specific language on the table, 
in December, for the negotiators to consider 

Mr. Andrews. Did you assign any of the investigators or ana- 
lysts from the department to do the examination the inspector gen- 
eral asked you to? Did you send them out to look at schools or lend- 
ers to see if these inducement payments were taking place? 

Secretary Spellings. We have thousands of monitoring visits 
that occur from year to year. Some of them are in the arena of in- 
ducements. You have heard me get asked about administrative ca- 
pacity and staffing, among other things. 

Mr. Andrews. I understand that, but you have a specific rec- 
ommendation from your inspector general that dates back to Au- 
gust 1 of 2003 when you were not there, when you were not there, 
that says that the specific problem of inducements in the bar- 
gaining practices between schools and lenders should be looked at. 

I am asking you to submit to the committee anything that you 
have, any document, any e-mail, any documentary evidence which 
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shows what the department did in response to that specific report 
of August 1, 2003. Because I see a flurry of activity starting in Jan- 
uary 2007 when this becomes a public issue. But I am specifically 
wondering, did you meet with Ms. Shaw and talk about this issue 
prior to January of 2007? 

Secretary Spellings. I spoke with her about many things, in- 
cluding inducements, in the entire operation. I will certainly pro- 
vide that analysis to you, but I have three examples — ^April 2004, 
March of 2006 and April of 2007 — about three specific issues re- 
lated to impermissible inducements. 

Mr. Andrews. Okay. So what did you do in April of 2004? 

Secretary Spellings. Marketing practices that U.S. Bank Na- 
tional Association violated anti-inducement provisions of the HEA. 
The bank was required to cease those practices, prohibited from 
making payments, required to obtain the pending applications from 
the borrower. 

Mr. Andrews. So it sounds like you did have authority to do 
something about it. How many of those enforcement actions did 
you direct the department to conduct between January of 2005 and 
January of 2007? 

Secretary Spellings. I don’t have a specific number off the top 
of my head. I will get that for you. As I said, these are cases where 
that very high hurdle, that very strong threshold has been cleared. 

Mr. Andrews. I understand. My time has expired. 

I would just, Mr. Chairman, make the comment that perhaps Mr. 
Cuomo came in and filled a vacuum that existed before this hap- 
pened, and I would be curious to see whether the vacuum existed 
or not, and I am sure the secretary will show us. 

Secretary Spellings. Thank you. Congressman. 

Chairman Miller. Mr. Castle? 

Mr. Castle. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Madam Secretary, I have a lot of respect for you and the job that 
you have done, but obviously there are some problems here, and 
one of my concerns is how can we resolve some of these issues as 
far as the future is concerned. 

I am looking at the president’s fiscal year 2008 budget request, 
and in it he has some reductions in a variety of categories — special 
allowance lender insurance, exceptional performer, lender paid 
origination fee, collection retention, et cetera. 

I assume this was prepared with consultation with your depart- 
ment and that you are in favor of all of these changes; is that cor- 
rect? 

Secretary Spellings. Yes, that is right. 

Mr. Castle. Are you also in favor of all of the changes in the bi- 
partisan Student Loan Sunshine Act, which was the bill we passed 
yesterday, in case you don’t recognize the name? 

Secretary Spellings. I do recognize the name, and I think it is 
a great step in the right direction. Congressman. 

Mr. Castle. Yes. I actually do too, and I congratulate the chair- 
man and the ranking member for their good work as far as that 
is concerned. 

I will tell you my problem with all of this: I mean, I don’t like 
the lending problems, I don’t like the conflicts we have heard 
about 
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Secretary Spellings. Me neither. 

Mr. Castle [continuing]. Either within or without the depart- 
ment. All these things concern me a great deal. 

I have heen on this committee for a while now, and to me it is 
very confusing to really he able to follow the bouncing ball with all 
these different programs. You indicated, I think, there are 20 pro- 
grams which aid students earlier, and you indicated there are lay- 
ers and layers of inefficiencies. And you also said that you are con- 
vening chairs to end student abuse and I know you have had some 
things going on with respect to that. 

Don’t we need a big bang solution here? I mean, do we have too 
much out there in terms of the offerings? I mean, I am just really 
surprised at all the different methods by which a private lending 
institution can make money in this. 

I mean, I think even I could put together a lending institution 
and make money on it with these provisions. Not that anybody 
would be dumb enough to borrow from me, but it just seems to me 
that there are a lot of problems with respect to that. There is a lot 
of conflict with the Direct Lending Program versus using the pri- 
vate banks. 

Should we be doing something different to make it simpler? I 
mean, I am all for transparency, I think it is highly important, and 
choice, but is it just such a complicated system that we have put 
together that it just doesn’t work well for the students and their 
families? 

Secretary Spellings. I think, absolutely, and I think the student 
is the one that suffers. You have seen my picture over here of all 
the various aspects here, the various grants, the various loans, and 
then on top of whatever state aid there is or institutional aid. So 
it is highly complex and confusing. 

I have fairly recently issued an REP to take a look at a more 
comprehensive system of streamlining how that might work, just 
as a matter of good policy and sound management, but I do, I think 
it is very, very complex for the borrower and subject to abuse, par- 
ticularly in a time of rapidly increasing costs, which is much and 
much less covered by federal grants. 

Mr. Castle. Well, I would hope in all this, I mean, I hope we 
would really push on simplification, which I hope would reduce bu- 
reaucracy, inefficiency and then reduce some of the costs of all of 
this, particularly to the consumer, so, ultimately, we could have 
lower interest rates, which are guaranteed after all, but lower in- 
terest rates being paid by these students and by their families. 

But let me change subjects for a moment here. You mentioned 
in your opening that I think in the last 25 years the cost of college 
has gone up 400 percent. 

Secretary Spellings. Four hundred percent. 

Mr. Castle. Which is far above the cost of living. And I don’t 
know what that would be on a compounded basis, but it would be 
14 or 15 percent or something of that nature, which to me is as- 
tounding. And I have talked about this before, but I have never 
really been satisfied with it. And it just seems to me that you have 
the bully pulpit, we have the bully pulpit, the president has a bully 
pulpit, that this is more than just problems in the lending industry. 
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And I would hope that as part of this overall problem of sim- 
plification and trying to deal with the lending practices, that we 
could also try to work on holding down the costs of higher edu- 
cation and use these bully pulpits to make sure they understand 
that they have got to keep their cost reductions in line, at least 
with the cost of living, if not less. 

Is anything happening along those lines at this time? 

Secretary Spellings. Yes, and I think, absolutely, use the bully 
pulpit, but I think we ought to do more, and I think a big first step, 
a great first step is more transparency. The president asked for $25 
million to start doing some pilot programs about better data and 
information systems so that parents can be confident when they 
look at information in the IPEDS database about completion rates, 
about post-graduate employment and things like that that might be 
brought to bear for more effective, more prudent consumers. 

In addition to that, we have asked for resources and some of this 
is going on in the field, and I appreciate that leadership. As to the 
value added by the learning experience, after a mom or dad spends 
hundreds of thousands of dollars for an education, is their kid com- 
ing back home to live with them or did they actually know how to 
think, cipher, write, compute and so forth that is going to be nec- 
essary for the workforce. 

So I think we have to have a lot more information, and I think 
that will be a good first step in helping get a handle on some of 
these cost issues. 

Mr. Castle. Thank you. Madam Secretary. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I yield back. 

Chairman Miller. Mr. Hinojosa? The gentleman is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. Hinojosa. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Madam Secretary, the actions that you have reported taking for 
the Reading First will primarily address the future management 
and the operations of that program. However, the current impact 
of the conflicts of interest and the inappropriate involvement in 
curriculum by the department and its contractors has not been ad- 
dressed. 

What affirmative steps will your department take to inform the 
states that were coerced into using certain products that they may 
have the option of expanding or modifying their Reading First Pro- 
gram to incorporate other tools and materials that are research- 
based? 

Secretary Spellings. In the aftermath of the inspector general’s 
report, which I told you I embrace completely, at his suggestion, 
and I certainly heeded it, had engaged with each and every single 
state in our country about areas where they found problems or rec- 
ommended improvements, and we have done that. And I am 
pleased to report that the vast majority of states and school people 
are highly supportive of Reading First. 

Can we make improvements? Should we make improvements 
with respect to subcontractor relationships, as has been brought to 
bear by the investigation yesterday? Yes, we can and we should. 

But I also want to put in the context that this is a state program. 
We fund states who then, in turn, make decisions as to local school 
districts about curriculum products that are purchases by them or 
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by the state. It is usually by the school district. And so I am not 
sure yet, and certainly intend to look at very carefully, about par- 
ticular ethical violations that might have occurred in that context. 
But if it has, I certainly intend to take strong action about it. 

Mr. Hinojosa. So will you ask and inquire as to see what indi- 
viduals in different states, such as my state of Texas, did things 
that were unethical and that were not under your instructions? 
And if so, what actions are you going to take to penalize them? 

Secretary Spellings. The allegations that have been brought to 
our attention have to do with the potential conflicts of those who 
were offering technical assistance in a regional sense, and I intend 
to investigate those. I do not have evidence as of yet that there has 
been any violation or misdeed by any state official with respect to 
that. In fact, this law builds in a lot of authority for states to make 
curriculum decisions and purchase products as they see fit, and 
they have across the gamut of various products and programs. 

Mr. Hinojosa. I want to now go to the student loans. This ad- 
ministration focused on culture of accountability for state education 
agencies, school districts and now colleges and universities. How- 
ever, when it came to enforcing and regulating against prohibited 
inducements, your department’s preference was to have the lending 
community police itself. Why this double standard, and who should 
be held accountable in the administration for failing to curb these 
abuses? 

Secretary Spellings. Congressman, I would disagree with your 
assessment that we let the lending community police itself We 
have conducted thousands and thousands of reviews and program 
audits. We have assessed fines. We have sanctioned and cited var- 
ious violations, including the three that I just mentioned to Con- 
gressman Andrews about inducements. 

Can we do more, should we do more? You bet. I am an account- 
ability-oriented person, and that certainly applies to the student 
loan business as well. 

Mr. Hinojosa. Well, on this question, we will just have to agree 
to disagree, because there is too much evidence of wrongdoing. 

Now, I will ask you another question on the use of private loans. 
Private student loans have become a larger percentage of the new 
loans over the last few years. Do you believe this is and should be 
a concern, and should they be allowed to flourish unregulated in 
this current environment? 

Secretary Spellings. Well, I do agree that, as I said, in this sort 
of complicated process as the Pell Grant has failed to keep up with 
the very rapidly increasing cost of college, there has come to be 
more reliance on the private loan sector. Those loans are not over- 
seen by me and my department but by other regulators — the FTC, 
SEC, Federal Reserve and on and on — as well as state attorneys 
general as part of their deceptive trade practices or whatever bank- 
ing laws and consumer loan laws might apply in those particular 
cases. 

Mr. Hinojosa. Your chart indicates that it has about $16 billion 
worth of business 

Secretary Spellings. That is correct. 

Mr. Hinojosa [continuing]. And growing very rapidly. So it 
seems to me that if your department doesn’t have authority and 
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oversight and our committee doesn’t either, then there will be an- 
other committee, Financial Services, that could certainly look into 
this and take whatever action necessary to regulate them. 

Secretary Spellings. I hope they will. As well, I said I would 
convene my colleagues from those various other agencies, and you 
all certainly took some steps yesterday in the passage of the law 
that Congressman Miller authored. 

Mr. Hinojosa. I yield back. 

Secretary Spellings. Mr. Fortune? 

Mr. Fortuno. Thank you. Chairman Miller. 

And thank you. Madam Secretary, for being here with us today. 
I appreciate, certainly, you taking the time to address very impor- 
tant issues as to the laws in Reading First. However, as the only 
congressman from Puerto Rico, I will try to bring it closer to home, 
if I may, certainly as it relates to Reading First and related pro- 
grams in my district, in Puerto Rico. 

I am very concerned with the chronic mismanagement within the 
Puerto Rico Department of Education, and my concern is that over 
575,000 American citizens who attend the public school system in 
Puerto Rico are being shortchanged while very few in San Juan 
and Washington seem to care about their fate and the improper 
use of taxpayers’ money by the Puerto Rico Department of Edu- 
cation. 

Time and time again I have raised before this committee and 
your staff clear evidence that the Puerto Rico Department of Edu- 
cation is underperforming. I must have a parentheses here. I must 
commend Julia Phillips from your congressional relations staff. She 
has tried really hard, and we will keep trying really hard, and that 
is what I am trying to get to. 

But let me give you some examples. Eirst, there exists clear evi- 
dence that the Puerto Rico Department of Education is not com- 
plying with AYP requirements. This past March, your department 
sent two letters to the department down there detailing violations 
of NCLB’s AYP requirements and stated they will withhold over 
$800,000 as administrative fees in punishment. Clearly, the Puerto 
Rico Department of Education is not meeting NCLB standards in 
this case. Actually, less than half of the public schools there are 
meeting it. 

Are you aware. Madam Secretary, that — and I would like to cer- 
tainly have some questions to be answered at the end in writing, 
ideally — that of all jurisdictions within our nation, Puerto Rico De- 
partment of Education sends the most funds back to Washington 
annually? In the past 2 years, the department has returned over 
$35 million in federal funding to the U.S. Treasury due to mis- 
management. 

Additionally, the department at the state level has consistently 
ignored the needs of our special education students. In March 21 
of this year, the Education and Labor Committee hearing here, I 
shared letters with Chairman Miller and Ranking Member McKeon 
from Ms. Maria Miranda, who is the director of the Technical As- 
sistance Program at the IJniversity of Puerto Rico, and Mr. Alpidio 
Rolon, who chairs the Puerto Rico chapter of the American Eedera- 
tion of the Blind. 
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In his letter, Mr. Rolen wrote, “The Department of Education” — 
he is talking about the Puerto Rico Department of Education — 
“states that 29 blind students out of 439 received brail books dur- 
ing 2006-2007, clearly, failing their responsibility to the students 
with special needs.” 

Puerto Rico is also the only jurisdiction in the nation not to par- 
ticipate in the Reading Eirst Program, believe it or not, a key 
NCLB program designed to assist students attending K through 
third grade. Puerto Rico is standing to lose more than $207 million 
in federal funding due to both their refusal to comply with federal 
guidelines and repeated failure to submit successful applications. 

And, finally, the recent NAEP scores are dismal. NAEP results 
also show that the majority of students in Puerto Rico fall short of 
demonstrating basic achievement in math, which indicates partial 
mastery of the knowledge and skills needed for proficiencies in the 
subject. Only 9 percent of fourth graders and 4 percent of eighth 
graders reach basic level. Less than 1 percent of students reach the 
proficient or advanced levels of achievement. These are among the 
lowest scores in the nation. 

Madam Secretary, I have three questions for your, and I would 
rather, if it is possible, have answers for the committee in writing. 
I know that you are probably not prepared to address them all. 

Eirst, in your view, what continues to be the chronic problems 
that plague the department in Puerto Rico and prevent them from 
doing a better job? Specifically, how do you and your department 
plan for better federal oversight of the Puerto Rico Department of 
Education, given what I told you? 

Second, my staff and the Congressional Research Service have 
had continual problems obtaining reliable data on NCLB imple- 
mentation in Puerto Rico. My staff was advised by your staff that 
Puerto Rico only recently agreed they needed to update their data 
collection systems. The question is, what progress have they made 
in that area and what will your department do to have them get 
their act together? 

Thirdly, how is your department helping them increase staff re- 
tention in the Puerto Rico Department of Education? That is an- 
other, actually, item that has been brought to our attention, and 
they are having serious problems in retaining staff. 

So, Madam Secretary, I would appreciate it if you could send us 
back those answers. 

Secretary Spellings. I would be glad to do that. Congressman. 

And it is a very regrettable and sad situation, especially for the 
kids in Puerto Rico. As you have said, they lack capacity in per- 
sonnel, and they lack capacity in data and management. As I know 
you want me to be a good steward of federal tax dollars, they have 
to right the ship if they are to participate in programs like Reading 
First. 

And I pledge to answer those questions and look forward to our 
work together and your leadership to right the ship there. And I 
appreciate your interest. 

Mr. Fortuno. Thank you. Madam Secretary. 

I yield back. Thank you. 

Chairman Miller. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. Tierney? 
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Mr. Tierney. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, Madam Secretary. 

Madam Secretary, I am somewhat concerned about the whole 
Nelnet situation, the special allowances payments on that. I just 
look at the history of the failure of the department to send out a 
clarifying letter over a period of time, though it belatedly did, but 
I also note that on a Friday afternoon is when the decision came 
down. We all know what Friday afternoons are in terms of an- 
nouncing decisions of what we are going to do. 

But the department decides to allow the company to keep $278 
million. It boggles my mind why we don’t get the entire amount of 
money back and what the excuse was to allow somebody to get 
away with essentially theft of the situation and not take the whole 
thing back, as your inspector general’s report clearly indicated 
should be done. 

Secretary Spellings. Well, Congressman, I don’t know that you 
were in the room at the time, but, obviously, as I settled this law- 
suit, could we have taken a different point of view, and you may 
have, certainly, that is the case. 

But let me tell you the facts as I know them, which is that we 
had continued to pay that organization, as well as others, quarterly 
special allowance payments under the transferring provision, a 
legal authority for first and second generation loans. It was discov- 
ered by my inspector general that that organization had abused 
provision and was doing something other than that. You all have 
previously 

Mr. Tierney. But they also discovered that back in 2005 with re- 
spect to another organization, so it is not like this is the first eye 
opening that the department had. 

Secretary Spellings. There are four parts of the special allow- 
ance payments, and so various ones of those were implicated 
throughout the investigation in New Mexico and Nelnet in this 
case. 

The reason that I settled this lawsuit, to get to your fundamental 
question, is because there was a risk of an additional nearly $900 
million that this government was at risk of losing had we lost the 
lawsuit. This law has 

Mr. Tierney. So you totally disagree with your inspector general 
who made a clear indication that they didn’t think that that risk 
was there and that you ought to collect the entire amount. And 
that is also not the reason that Ms. Tucker gave on her Friday 
afternoon expose on here when she indicated that she thought it 
was because it would jeopardize the financial status of some small 
nonprofit lenders on the situation, which would boggle the mind, 
I think, if she is arguing that there is some shortage of capital out 
there on the situation. 

Secretary Spellings. Well, obviously, this particular issue and 
case has implications for nonprofit and for-profit organizations 
other than Nelnet. 

Mr. Tierney. I hope you are not arguing seriously that there is 
some shortage of capital out there that means that we should tol- 
erate theft in order to resolve this. 

Secretary Spellings. No, clearly not. I made the judgment that 
it was better to end, finally and with certainty, this practice, to de- 
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scribe a methodology that the industry could apply across the 
board. 

Mr. Tierney. I hear what you are saying. I mean, I think you 
were extremely belated in doing that, given the history of this 
thing, but tell me what you didn’t have confidence in with respect 
to your inspector general’s report who had the exact opposite con- 
clusion that you reached. You don’t have confidence in your inspec- 
tor general? 

Secretary Spellings. No, I have a great deal of confidence in my 
inspector general. I don’t agree with him 100 percent of the time 
on every matter. 

Mr. Tierney. Well, I am going to leave it at that, but I am en- 
tirely uncomfortable with this, for the whole scenario of how it oc- 
curred, the Friday afternoon release, the large amount of money 
that was given here, the total disagreement with the inspector gen- 
eral on this. I think it is very weak, the presentation that you 
make on that, and I think we should all be careful. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope that we do some more oversight on that 
issue alone and how many people were allowed to just take the 
money and run as a result of that decision, which I think that 
maybe we could have the inspector general in to find out what it 
is that the secretary and the inspector general don’t seem to jive 
on. 

Because you agreed in one instance, and when you took back a 
certain amount of money you found that you were in total agree- 
ment with his decision. Just going forward you apparently had 
some problems letting them keep the money. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield to you if you have some additional ques- 
tions. 

Chairman Miller. In your request, there is a bipartisan request 
in to further proceed on the Nelnet matter, given the range of the 
money. 

I am just a little concerned here that somehow the problem here 
is Andrew Cuomo, and I just want to state for the record, I think 
but for the attorney general of New York, Andrew Cuomo, we 
wouldn’t be here today. We would not have passed the Sunshine 
Act, and the public would not be aware of the outright incredible 
unethical, at a minimum, behavior, I think criminal behavior in a 
number of cases, that not only is he investigating but attorney gen- 
erals all over the country and the U.S. attorney are taking a look 
at where people have bribed their way onto campus. 

And to suggest that somehow he only dealt with the private 
loans when in fact he told this committee that they are connected, 
and we know that, well, they are connected when the person says, 
“We will give you private money if you give us more federal access 
to the program,” as Sallie Mae did, and when you blew the whistle 
on them, they promised never to do that again. Other lenders have 
been yelling about that practice for a long, long time. 

So there was a connection between access to private lending, to 
campus and the federal program, and among the larger lenders 
those programs have in fact been coupled. 

And the suggestion that somehow that the problem is here that 
Andrew Cuomo, who used to be the secretary of HUD, where, by 
the way, he received many, many awards from national organiza- 
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tions for innovative leadership of that department, is outrageous to 
suggest that. 

I suspect that the parents who are borrowing this money and the 
students who are borrowing this money are very happy to have Mr. 
Cuomo blow the whistle on this activity. I wish that somebody else 
had done it prior to his doing it, somebody with direct oversight of 
the department, but that didn’t happen. 

And since we are in a revisionist history here, let the record 
show that but for the actions of Mr. Kildee and Mr. Van Hollen 
who dogged on the floor the 9.5 problem, there would have never 
been legislation on the 9.5, in spite of the recommendation of the 
Clinton administration, in spite of the recommendation of the Bush 
administration. Because the 9.5 lenders had it about the way they 
wanted it in the Congress, but, finally Mr. Kildee and Mr. Van 
Hollen got the amendment accepted in HHS and the rest is history 
as to what took place there, finally in 2006, 2 years later, after Kil- 
dee and Van Hollen had dogged them down. 

So I would just like to straighten that part out of the record. 

And Mr. Petri is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. Petri. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman, and I will be 
submitting additional questions for a response for the record by the 
secretary. Time is limited at this particular occasion. 

Madam Secretary, you kind of inherited a whole series of pro- 
grams and our legal framework, and I know you are doing your 
best within that to operate the department. I would like to explore 
a little bit more with you the subject that has been raised by the 
chairman and several others, and that is the Nelnet situation. 

They submitted, as I understand it, some $1,100,000 worth of re- 
imbursements under a 9.5 percent arrangement and did receive 
some $278 million that they had and then you entered into a settle- 
ment with them to basically stabilize the situation where it stood, 
and they agreed to give up their additional claims for the remain- 
der of the $1.1 billion and the department agreed to not ask for the 
$278 million back. 

And as the chairman pointed out, if they were confident that 
they could have got their $1.1 billion total, they probably wouldn’t 
have agreed to this agreement. So there is clearly somewhat of a 
grey area. 

The inspector general recommended that we attempt, as a gov- 
ernment, to collect the whole amount back, but there was some ele- 
ment of uncertainty here, and you entered into that settlement. 

We asked the Congressional Research Service to review the 
whole thing, and they basically seemed to indicate to us in their 
study that your authority is total and complete. It is not subject to 
review by us within the existing law, by the Justice Department or 
anyone else. And that is not your fault, that is our fault, really. 

And we have a system with checks and balances. There are a 
number of other outstanding claims, and under the current situa- 
tion, you are going to have to enter into a final agreement that pre- 
sumably could be subject to no challenge. So you signed a check, 
in effect, for $278 million of taxpayers’ money. You have the au- 
thority to enter into similar agreements that cannot be reviewed or 
challenged by anyone under current law for I don’t know how 
much. 
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Perhaps you could say how many outstanding claims are you re- 
viewing and, secondly, whether you think this is really sound or 
whether we ought to review that and figure out if there can be 
some sort of system of checks and balances or where the Justice 
Department or some other people could do an independent analysis 
or review to see if they think the government should pursue these 
claims or they should throw upon you who may not even have legal 
training the authority to enter into contracts that are final. 

Secretary Spellings. Well, I certainly can do that. As you said, 
I do have the authority to enter into agreements such as this. This 
is an $85 billion enterprise. Two-hundred-seventy-eight-million dol- 
lars, I guess some might suggest, I certainly would, that we may 
have saved the taxpayers another 800-and-some-odd-million dollars 
in payments had we lost the lawsuit. 

But, certainly, we can get you 

Mr. Petri. On that point, it is my understanding — I could stand 
corrected — that, actually, Nelnet reserved the right to reopen the 
agreement, but the Education Department gave up the right to re- 
open the agreement, and it is final so far as the government is con- 
cerned. 

Secretary Spellings. And to the extent that you would like us 
to look at various authorities that I have in comparison with other 
departments and agencies, we can certainly do that or the GAO 
can do that. 

But, I guess, one of the things, and I certainly don’t mean this 
facetiously is, as a policymaker and administrator, on the one 
hand, I hear you say, take immediate, aggressive action to stop X, 
but don’t use your judgment as the primary authority over these 
programs to use it. 

Mr. Petri. Well, ma’am, you didn’t have to enter into an imme- 
diate agreement. You could have just stopped payment and let 
them sue you, and we would have been no worse off. So that is not 
necessarily the case. 

Do you have an idea of the total amount of potential claims that 
are outstanding under this, similar to Nelnet? 

Secretary Spellings. I certainly can get that. 

Mr. Petri. How much more are we talking about? 

Secretary Spellings. Obviously, there are many other lenders 
that would be subject to that. That is why this final and certain 
methodology that the inspector general endorsed was so important 
to bring to bear virtually simultaneously in doing that. 

But, absolutely, I can get that information for you. 

Mr. Petri. Thank you. 

Chairman Miller. Mr. Bishop? 

Mr. Bishop of New York. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Thank you 
for holding this hearing. 

And, Madam Secretary, thank you for coming and giving us so 
much time this morning. 

I certainly share the concerns that my colleagues have raised 
with respect to the level of oversight on the student loan issue and 
on Reading First, but I want to focus in on an area that is very 
troubling to the higher ed community, somewhat more obscure, but 
has to do with a subject that you have raised a few times this 
morning, and that is the negotiated rulemaking. 
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It is my view, and I think this is shared broadly across the high- 
er ed community, that the department is using the negotiated rule- 
making process to achieve by regulatory means that which the de- 
partment has been unable to achieve by legislative means. 

And I think there are three examples of this, what the depart- 
ment is attempting to do right now with transfer of credit policy, 
what the department is attempting to do in terms of what has been 
characterized in certain newspapers as a slow bleed of the Perkins 
Loan Program and, lastly, what the department seems to be at- 
tempting to do to impose what appears to be a uniform standard, 
sort of a national level of competence that all college students 
would be expected to adhere to, as administered through the ac- 
creditation process. 

And let me just take the transfer of credit. My understanding is 
that the current negotiated rulemaking process goes forward under 
the aegis of allowing regulations to conform to the Higher Edu- 
cation Reconciliation Act of 2005. That act contains not a single 
mention of transfer of credit policy. Transfer of credit policy is an 
issue that is under active consideration in this Congress. In fact, 
there was language in the Higher Ed Act that passed out of this 
committee. 

Congressman Sender and I offered a bipartisan amendment to 
strip that language, but now the department is attempting to reim- 
pose that language by virtue of this negotiated rulemaking process. 

And I would like you to comment on that. Why is this something 
that falls to the authority of the department and doesn’t remain 
within the legislative authority of the Congress in your view? 

Secretary Spellings. Well, the Congress, obviously, has the au- 
thority to trump any and everything at the U.S. Department of 
Education or any department at any time. The negotiated rule- 
making is such and is so lengthy to allow for lots of public com- 
mentary and so forth. It followed on the heels of a year-long com- 
mission report that I had initiated and so forth. So a lot of public 
awareness and public debate occurred on these various issues. 

These issues are certainly not 

Mr. Bishop of New York. If I may interrupt, if the department 
is interested in transfer of credit, for example, the 1998 Higher Ed 
Act mandated that the department conduct a study of transfer of 
credit policies and their effect on student enrollment. That study 
has never been conducted. 

Why doesn’t the department conduct that study as opposed to at- 
tempting to circumvent the legislative process and impose through 
regulatory means whatever the department’s agenda is? 

Secretary Spellings. Well, we can certainly bring to bear infor- 
mation that we have about the implications of transfer of credit for 
students and taxpayers, and we will do that. 

Mr. Bishop of New York. Okay. But will you allow the nego- 
tiated rulemaking process to go forward or will you allow the Con- 
gress to work its will? We are going to undertake and pass a High- 
er Ed Act that will address the issue of transfer of credit, which 
is where it rightly belongs, here in the Congress. 

Secretary Spellings. I hope you will do that. Nobody would be 
more excited for the Higher Ed Act to be newly reauthorized than 
the secretary of education. 
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Mr. Bishop of New York. I think some of us might he excited. 

Secretary Spellings. But, obviously, I am going to proceed with, 
as I have told you, particularly in light of these various issues re- 
lated to financial oversight and stewardship, a prudent negotiated 
rulemaking process on these issues. Have they concluded yet? Will 
there be opportunity for public comment and so on? Are these 
issues far from finally resolved? Absolutely, they are not, but the 
process is ongoing. 

Mr. Bishop of New York. Even though the Congress would re- 
tain the right to impose their legislative will. 

Secretary Spellings. When the Congress imposes their legisla- 
tive will, that will certainly trump any and all efforts with respect 
to a negotiated rulemaking, including the law that you passed yes- 
terday. 

Mr. Bishop of New York. And you position, I take it, would be 
the same on the issue of accreditation? 

Secretary Spellings. Yes, sir. As I said, the process is ongoing. 
No final decision has been reached about the issues that you are 
concerned about and raise. But I precipitated the public debate 
around those issues in the absence of a statute last August and 
through the spring of this year. They are not complete. 

Mr. Bishop of New York. And that public debate is pursuant 
to the issuance of the report, the so-called Spellings commission re- 
port? 

Secretary Spellings. The initiation of the rulemaking was, in 
part, out of that, as well as these issues that have been raised. I 
used the negotiated rulemaking process to investigate a series of 
issues. 

Mr. Bishop of New York. I just want to assure you that this 
Congress is going to address in the Higher Ed Act these issues 
from all vantage points that you are attempting to address via the 
regulatory process. We are going to exercise our legislative author- 
ity to address these issues. 

Thank you very much. I appreciate your time. 

Secretary Spellings. Thank you. 

Chairman Miller. The gentleman’s time has expired, and all 
time for this hearing has expired. 

Madam Secretary, thank you very much, one for agreeing to ap- 
pear before the committee today. Thank you for answering the 
questions of the members. Especially thank you for staying an ad- 
ditional time due to the interruption we had with the votes. 

I thank you for all of your responses. I think you can see the 
level of concern by the committee. You share that concern. You 
made that clear today. 

I want to, again, make it clear that this is a hearing on oversight 
of this department, which you happen to head at this time, but, as 
you heard, many of the concerns here predated you, and these 
problems started to grow in intensity and in concern and in dif- 
ferent levels of activity by people who should be working to serve 
the students and families of the Student Loan Program or the dis- 
tricts under Reading First. They have got crossways in this system. 

There are other ongoing investigations of some of these personal- 
ities and some of the audits done. We will continue that effort, and 
we look forward to your cooperation. 
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This is about this committee moving forward. We wanted to dem- 
onstrated that with the passage of the bipartisan bill and inclusion 
of suggestions that Mr. Keller made and Mr. McKeon had made 
and others, because we think that there is just very little distinc- 
tion on our commitment to the integrity of the Student Loan Pro- 
gram. 

Mr. McKeon apologized for leaving. He had a leadership meeting 
where I think there were some votes to be taken within the leader- 
ship and he had to leave early, but he left it in the very capable 
hands of Mr. Keller. 

And thank you very much for your time and your consideration. 
I know there were some questions that people wanted to get for the 
record, and we will transmit those to you, and we look forward to 
the answers. 

Secretary Spellings. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I appreciate it. 

Chairman Miller. Thank you. 

[Additional submissions for the record by Mr. Miller follow:] 



56 


CHARLIE MELANCON 


COMMrmt CM CNCAGV 
ANOCOUMtRCC 
COMMrTEE CM 
SCKNCC AMD TICMINX.OGV 



Congress of the United States 

House of Ktpresenunots 

IDashington. BC mi) 

May 14.2007 






oMint-tw 



WUarMUMtwi 
Sum »»A 

mn jp-snt 


The Honorable George Miller 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Committee on Education and t^bor 
2181 Rayburn House OfTice Building 
Washington, DC 205 IS 

Dear Chairman Miller: 

I respectfully submit to your committee the attached letter from Norman Francis. 
President of Xavier University of Ixiuisiana. regarding Mr. Tyrone Thornton. I have 
informed Mr. Francis that I have forvsardcd his correspondence to your committee. 


Sincerely. J - 

CHARLIE MELANCON 
Member of Congress 
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XAVIER UNIVERSITY OF LOUISIANA 
Office of the President 

1 Dmi^ Drivt 

New Orieons. Louimtu 7012S>109tt 
<504)520-7941 • FAX (504)520-7904 


May U. 2007 


The Honorable Charlie Metancon 
United States House of Representatives 
1 1 17 Longworih House Office Building 
Washington. DC 20SIS-I803 

Dear Mr. Melancon; 

On Wednesday. May 9. several news wire services, it^luJing Reuters and CNN. ran 
stories stating that congressional staff investigating student loan fraud cited a 2005 
coniuliing visit to Ft. Valley State Univenity in Georgia ♦ another HBCU - by one of 
Xavier University's employees. The fee for consulting services was paid by JP Morgan. 
In that JP Morgan is one of the 12 lenders providing loans to Xavier's students, this 
consulting relationship was cited as a potential conflict of interest. 

The employee identified as a consultant is Tyrone Thornton, Xavier's Comptroller of 
Fiscal Services. Tyrone is a nationally recognized expert with unique expertise in 
fiiiMcial computing software. Mr. Thornton has been asked on multiple occasions to 
assist fellow institutions and to give presentations on this topic at national conferences. 
In July 2005, he requested and received permission from Xavier to take a three day 
vacation leave of absence to provide assistance in reconciling Fort Valley Stale's 
BANNER and People Soft financial accounting systems, the latter being fed by a Sallie 
Mac software system receiving financial aid data from JP Morgan. For this work. Mr. 
Thornton was paid a S 1 ,500 consulting fee. 

Mr. Thornton’s consulting work at Fort Valley State in no way related to the finoncial aid 
lender selection process. Furthermore, in his capacity as Comptroller at Xavier. Mr. 
Thornton has no authority or influence over decisions made by Xavier's Financial Aid 
office - a completely separate department within the university - in regard to 
recommending lenders to students. 

We have communicated the above information to media representatives who have 
contacted us regarding this matter. Unfortunately, to date, they have not found it to be 
newsworthy. 


With regard to Xavier’s handling of student financial aid lenders we would like you to 
know that; lenders arc randomly selected for inclusion in financial aid offers to students 
from a group of twelve bonks with a history of providing efficient services to Xavier 
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Mr. Melitncon 
May II. 2007 


students; families arc always advised of their right to select other lenders, in fact more 
tluin fifty different lenders are curamtly providing loans to Xavier students; Xavier 
financial aid staff members do not make arrangements for nor accept free trips, stock 
benefits or personal favors from financial aid lenders whether or not they were loan 
providers. 

If you have any questions regarding this issue or would like further information, please 
feel free to contact me at 504-530-7541 

Sincerely yours. 


Norman C. Francis 
President 


[VIA FACSIMILE], 

May 16, 2007. 

Hon. Margaret Spellings, Secretary of Education, 

U.S. Department of Education, Washington, DC. 

Dear Secretary Spellings: Thank you again for testifying at the May 10, 2007 
hearing, “Accountability for the Department of Education’s Oversight of Student 
Loans and the Reading First Program.” As discussed during the hearing, the Com- 
mittee would appreciate your assistance in providing written responses to the en- 
closed questions to ensure that the Committee’s hearing record is complete. We 
would appreciate your responses in Word format, no later than May 24, 2007. If you 
have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact Michael Zola, Chief Investiga- 
tive Counsel for the Committee at (202) 226-9403. 

Sincerely, 

George Miller, 

Chairman. 
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Representative Jason Altmire (D-PA) has asked that you respond to the following 
questions: 

1. The former Reading First Director, Chris Doherty, was referred to the Justice 
Department because he had a conflict of interest coming into the Department of 
Education that he did not properly disclose. Mr. Doherty’s wife works for an organi- 
zation with ties to a specific reading methodology and with ties to reading products. 
Can you please explain why the Department failed to properly address this conflict? 

2. When was the first time you learned that Mr. Doherty’s wife worked for an or- 
ganization with ties to reading products? What did you do about it? 

3. What steps will the Department take going forward to proactively identify and 
address conflicts of interest among its own employees? 

4. What was your role in the implementation of Reading First while you served 
in the White House? 

5. Did you play any role in selecting program officials, contractors, sub-contrac- 
tors, or consultants? 

6. Did you ever have discussions with Beth Ann Bryan, Douglas Carnine, or Reid 
Lyon about Reading First prior to joining the Department? What specifically did 
those conversations entail? 

Representative Robert Scott (D-VA) has asked that you respond to the following 
questions: 

1. Are you aware that Kentucky made changes to its Reading First grant applica- 
tion to eliminate certain reading programs before receiving their federal grant? 
Have you submitted inquiries to states to determine which, if any, additional states 
changed their Reading First grant application to eliminate certain reading programs 
before receiving their grant? Assuming that such changes were made, what rem- 
edies will be available for organizations that were eliminated in grant applications? 

2. What campaign contributions were made by Nelnet in the two years prior to 
the company’s settlement with the Department? 

Representative Donald Payne (D-NJ) has asked that you respond to the following 
questions: 

1. The purpose of the National Student Loan Data is to serve as a central reposi- 
tory on student loans for lenders, guarantors, schools, borrowers, and the Depart- 
ment to update and obtain information needed administering the student loan pro- 
grams. This is not the case of someone hacking into a government database; the De- 
partment must approve all users and monitors their use. How do you justify the fact 
that for the nearly a month, the vast majority of users who have done nothing, have 
not been able to use the system to administer the loan programs? 

2. Last year, there was a significant backlog in Consolidation loan processing be- 
cause of unexpected guidance that the Department issued in April, which Congress 
later overturned by repealing the “single holder rule.” Your decision to lock lenders 
out of the NSLDS seems to be creating another backlog this year. What are you 
going to do to restore access to the system now and avoid causing another situation 
which results in borrowers waiting months to be able to lower their monthly pay- 
ments using Consolidation loans? 

3. The Department notes that it has begun to restore access to the system. How 
many lenders have been allowed to regain access to the system? Why hasn’t the De- 
partment provided lenders with information and a timeline for restoring access? 

4. Before you made your decision on April 17th to lock lenders out of the system, 
didn’t the system already record each access of every borrower’s record, noting the 
time and user who accessed a borrower’s record? Why wasn’t this enough informa- 
tion for the Department to be able to investigate whether users were not properly 
accessing records? What has the shut down accomplished that couldn’t have been 
done while still maintaining access to users in compliance? 

5. Were any security breaches by unauthorized users identified by the Inspector 
General before you made your decision on April 17th? 

6. Have there ever been any instances of identity theft attributable to a user ac- 
cessing NSLDS? 

7. With regard to the charge that lenders were using the system for marketing, 
are lenders able to obtain a borrower’s address from the system? Phone number? 
E-mail? How can the system be used for marketing, if it contains no contact infor- 
mation on borrowers? 

8. Can you confirm that lenders able to obtain from NSLDS lists of borrowers at 
a given institution who have outstanding student loans? 

9. Can a user access a borrower’s record in NSLDS without already knowing the 
borrower’s social security number? 
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10. Were you aware that your decision would result in certain lenders not being 
able to verify borrowers’ eligibility for consolidation loans or would significantly dis- 
rupt the loan consolidation process? 

11. What specific threat did you believe you were addressing when you made the 
decision on April 17th? 

12. Are you aware that the shut down of the system benefits large lenders who 
already hold a borrower’s loans such as Sallie Mae, Nelnet, and the Department’s 
Direct Loan program, since they do not need to access NSLDS in order make Con- 
solidation loans to their borrowers? Why would you take an action that would limit 
a borrower’s choice of lender, when clearly it is the intent of this body to offer bor- 
rowers the broadest degree of choices? 

Representative Howard “Buck” McKeon (R-CA) has asked that you respond to the 
following questions: 

Student Loans 

1. Chairman Miller has recently sent some marketing documents to the Federal 
Trade Commission in order to determine if such documents are deceptive marketing 
material. I have seen some of those materials and they look fairly deceptive to me. 
Has the Department sent such marketing documents to the FTC in the past and 
what was the response? 

2. Madam Secretary, you have been criticized for not enforcing the inducement 
prohibition in the Higher Education Act. We know that the Clinton Administration 
took an action against Sallie Mae which was decided in Sallie Mae’s favor by an 
administrative law judge in 1996. For the record, do you know how many other en- 
forcement actions were taken by the Clinton Administration with respect to induce- 
ments? 

3. Madam Secretary, has your administration taken any such actions against 
lenders or other parties? 

4. One of the things Chairman Miller has asked you to implement is “emergency 
regulations” to put an end to some of the practices that have been in the media late- 
ly. To your knowledge, has the Department ever enacted “emergency regulations?” 
Does the Department even have the legal authority to enact “emergency regula- 
tions” for an activity like this? 

5. There seems to be a lot of confusion about what is a prohibited inducement 
even though the law is clear about not paying a school for loan applicants. The De- 
partment issued guidance explaining the law when it was first enacted and it has 
not significantly changed since its enactment more than 15 years ago. Do we have 
a problem with the law or is this really more of an ethics issue for colleges? 

6. The bill we passed yesterday addresses the ethics issue but it did nothing to 
address the statutory provision on inducements so if this is a problem with the law, 
what should Congress do to solve the problem? 

7. While the press has been pointing to a report by the Office of the Inspector 
General that alleges that the close relationship the Office of Federal Student Aid 
has with lenders and guaranty agencies has impeded FSA’s ability to do proper com- 
pliance and oversight of these entities, that is not what I have seen or heard from 
companies in my state. What are your thoughts on this? 

Reading First 

8. From the various reports that have been released, including the report issued 
by Senator Kennedy yesterday, it is clear that mistakes were made in the imple- 
mentation of the program related to conflicts of interest, mismanagement, and cur- 
riculum control. In your testimony, you outline many of the things that the Depart- 
ment has done or is doing to respond to these various reports. As you know, last 
month I introduced H.R. 1939, the Reading First Improvement Act, to address many 
of those findings related to conflicts of interest, mismanagement, and curriculum 
control. Many of the provisions in this bill codify steps you are already taking. Do 
you believe H.R. 1939 reflects the approach that Congress should take to provide 
the Department more clarity in terms of how the Department should implement this 
unique program? How can Congress partner with you to strengthen this program 
going forward? 

9. Madam Secretary, it is clear from the Inspector General’s reports that some 
states felt pressured at different points during the implementation of the program 
and that the application process was not perfectly transparent, and I hope that we 
can fix those problems going forward. Yet, I also received a letter following our first 
Reading First hearing from a state Reading First director speaking very highly of 
the program and Chris Doherty in particular. This state director was not only 
thrilled with the program’s outcomes, he felt that those outcomes were directly at- 
tributable to the hard work of Chris and others at the Department. You have stated 
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that the department has reached out to states to solicit their feedback on the pro- 
gram. How would you characterize state feelings about Reading First? 

Representative Joe Wilson (R-SC) has asked that you respond to the following 
questions: 

1. Given the consequences to borrowers of continuing to limit access to NSLDS 
during a time when many borrowers would like to consolidate their loans, how will 
the Department communicate with borrowers and industry going forward when 
issues such as this arise? 

2. I understand that limited notice was provided to users of NSLDS of the restric- 
tions imposed a few weeks ago. What was the process undertaken by the Depart- 
ment in determining the amount of notice given to NSLDS users prior to imposing 
a restriction on the system’s access? 

3. I understand that the restrictions on the system are beginning to be lifted for 
guaranty agencies. How long do you expect that the restrictions will continue to be 
in place for other users of the system? 

4. Madam Secretary, in conducting investigations into the relationships between 
institutions and lenders, the New York Attorney General submitted notices to many 
institutions, including an institution in my home state — Clemson University. It is 
my understanding that Clemson received funds that it puts towards need-based 
grant aid to students through an arrangement it has with a private loan lender. The 
South Carolina Attorney General Henry McMaster reviewed the agreement, at the 
urging of Attorney General Andrew Cuomo, and found nothing wrong with the 
agreement. Since this is a private loan arrangement, do you have any authority over 
these arrangements and is it an illegal inducement under the HEA? 

5. Do you have suggestions for how the federal government should respond to 
issues when attorneys general in 2 different states disagree about what constitutes 
inappropriate behavior? 

Representative Thomas Petri (R-WI) has asked that you respond to the following 
questions: 

I. Department Loan Program Mismanagement 

1. Given the prevalence of unethical relationships between lenders and financial 
aid offices, would you agree that the Department has failed to provide sufficient 
leadership to prevent and identify these practices? 

2. Can you explain the Department’s failure to implement gift and ethics regula- 
tions, as it was advised to do in 2001 and again in 2004 after the Financial Aid 
Administrators Assn’ failed to adopt industry standards? 

3. It’s become increasingly clear that various Department officials failed to act to 
prevent subsidy abuse and unethical lender practices over the last decade. Would 
you agree that these officials should be held to account for their mismanagement? 

II. Nelnet $278 Million Settlement 

You recently forgave $278 million to student lender Nelnet, which manipulated 
subsidies to bill taxpayers at the 9.5% rate. I received your response within an hour 
prior to this hearing: 

1. How do you justify your decision, given Nelnet’s brazen abuse and manipula- 
tion of taxpayer funds, not to try to fully collect these pa 3 Tnents? 

2. Can you please provide all other lenders, subsidy figures, and loan volume in 
question with regards to 9.5%? 

3. You indicated that you would conduct audits of all other potential 9.5% abusers 
before offering any further forgiveness. 

a. Have any aditional settlements been reached and; 

b. Do you still intend to offer forgiveness on a case-by-case basis in accordance 
to the audit results? 

4. According to some legal analysts, neither individual taxpayers nor the Depart- 
ment of Justice has the legal authority to challenge your settlement, only the lend- 
er. 

5. Would you agree that Congress should include an oversight mechanism in HEA 
for future settlements, given the large sums of taxpayer funds at stake? 

III. On the Guaranteed Loan Program 

The Bush Administration’s Office of Management and Budget and Treasury De- 
partment, along with the Congressional Budget Office, Government Accountability 
Office, and private economists have all agreed that the guaranteed loan program is 
significantly more expensive than the Direct Loan alternative — costing taxpayers an 
estimated $3 — 5 billion annually in excess subsidies. 

1. Would you agree that these wasteful subsidies in the guaranteed program are 
a product of a structurally-broken system? 
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2. Would you agree that a market-based loan guarantee auction would reduce 
wasteful spending by requiring lenders competitively bid for teixpayer subsidies? 

3. Why did it take the Administration six years to publicly recognize on the excess 
subsidies in the guaranteed loan program ^ven the strong supporting evidence? 

4. Can you please provide a complete list of FFELP lenders and federal subsidy 
payments for the most recent year that data is available? 

IV. Misc. Direct Loan Question 

The Higher Education Act (Section 456) mandates that the Direct Loan program 
provide “the same terms, conditions, and benefits” as the EFEL program. 

The only lender to provide federal loan borrowers lower interest rates in recent 
years has been MyRichUncle which has offered 5.8% rates. Reducing Direct Loan 
interest rates to 5.8% as MyRichUncle has would save the typical student borrower 
$1,000 in student loan pa 3 Tnents. 

In 1999, Secretary Riley enforced this provision and lowered Direct Loan program 
fees to match the lower origination fees that guaranteed lenders were offering. 

1. Why hasn’t the Bush Administration lowered interest rates for Direct Loans to 
match the lower interest rates being offered by guaranteed lenders like 
MyRichUncle? 

Representative Mark Souder (R-IN) has asked that you respond to the following 
questions: 

1. Madam Secretary, can you tell us what statutory authority exists in the Higher 
Education Act that allows schools in the Direct Loan program to force students and 
parents to borrow from the government, thereby restricting their free choice in se- 
lecting a student loan lender? 

2. Considering much of the current discussion began as a result of lenders com- 
plaining that schools were restricting the choices of students and parents, how do 
you justify allowing the Direct Loan program to eliminate all choices and forcing 
students to borrow from one lender? 

3. There has been a proposal in Congress that would bribe schools to join the Di- 
rect Loan program with the lure of potential grant funds. What is your opinion of 
that proposal? Could the Department of Education handle a substantial increase in 
Direct Loan volume? Do you support bribing schools in this fashion or would you 
prefer that a robust level of competition continues to exist between the two loan pro- 
grams? 

4. Included in H.R. 890, The Student Loan Sunshine Act, was a provision that 
required institutions with preferred lender lists to disclose to both you and the pub- 
lic why the lenders were placed on the list. The Democrats opposed including a pro- 
vision that was in H.R. 1994, The Financial Aid Accountability & Transparency Act, 
which required Direct Loan schools to disclose why they selected the Department 
as their lender. It seems to me that if one argues that students need to know why 
a school selected 3 to 4 lenders in the FFEL program, then it is even more impor- 
tant that students be given that same information when their school only selects 
ONE lender for them just like a school does in the DL program. What do you think 
about that? 


Responses to May 16, 2007 Written Questions for the Committee on 
Edueation and Labor 


Rep. Jason Altmire (D-PA): 

1. The former Reading First Director, Chris Doherty, was referred to the Justice 
Department because he had a conflict of interest coming into the Department of 
Education that he did not properly disclose. Mr. Doherty’s wife works for an organi- 
zation with ties to a specific reading methodology and with ties to reading products. 
Can you please explain why the Department failed to properly address this conflict? 

I have reviewed the matter and determined that the Department reviewers acted 
in a reasonable way in addressing this matter. However, because this matter has 
been referred to the U.S. Attorney’s Office as a possible criminal matter, it would 
be inappropriate to discuss the specifics of the Department’s actions until that re- 
view has been completed. 

2. When was the first time you learned that Mr. Doherty’s wife worked for an or- 
ganization with ties to reading products? What did you do about it? 

See the answer to Question 1 above. 

3. What steps will the Department take going forward to proactively identify and 
address conflicts of interest among its own employees? 

The Department runs an ethics program in accordance with regulations and guid- 
ance issued by OGE, an independent Executive branch agency charged with estab- 
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lishing government-wide ethics policy. The Department has received periodic pro- 
gram reviews hy the OGE. Most recently, the Department’s ethics program was rec- 
ognized for excellence in training when it received the OGE 2007 Ethics Training 
Award. In 2004, OGE reported, “ED’s ethics program is essentially sound and ap- 
pears to he appropriately tailored to the needs of agency employees” and that the 
ethics training requirements are “not only being met, hut also exceeded in many 
ways.” In the report of its 1997 review, OGE stated that, “Education’s ethics pro- 
gram is sound and well managed. We are impressed with the commitment shown 
by [the staff] to providing high quality services to employees and with the measures 
taken to prevent actual or the appearance of conflicts of interest on the part of Edu- 
cation employees.” In OGE’s report of its 1993 review, it noted, “In many respects 
[the ED ethics program] is one that could serve as a model for other executive 
branch agencies.” 

Moving forward, the Department will continue to vigorously review and evaluate 
financial disclosure reports filed by Department employees. In order to enhance our 
current program, the Department has instituted a two-attorney review of each pub- 
lic financial disclosure report. Additionally, I have asked the head of the Depart- 
ment’s ethics office to identify best practices in the government ethics programs and 
to prepare a report with recommendations on ways to further enhance the Depart- 
ment’s ethics program. Finally, both the Department’s OIG and OGE have recently 
initiated reviews of the Department’s ethics program. We are cooperating with both 
of these reviews and believe the results will further inform our efforts to enhance 
the ethics program at the Department. 

4. What was your role in the implementation of Reading First while you served 
in the White House? 

My duties at the Domestic Policy Council (DPC) included budget and policy issues 
for well over 500 federal grant and loan programs across eight Cabinet and other 
major agencies. While at DPC, I had responsibilities with regard to the development 
and implementation of many government initiatives, including those involving Glob- 
al Aids, Immigration, Postal Reform, Food Safety, Pandemic Flu, and the overall im- 
plementation of the No Child Left Behind Act, which includes Reading First. 

5. Did you play any role in selecting program officials, contractors, sub-contrac- 
tors, or consultants? 

The Department’s officials had delegated authority from the Secretary of Edu- 
cation to select program officials, contractors, subcontractors, and consultants. 

6. Did you ever have discussions with Beth Ann Bryan, Douglas Carnine, or Reid 
Lyon about Reading First prior to joining the Department? What specifically did 
those conversations entail? 

In my role at DPC, I generally discussed matters about the Department with Reid 
Lyons and Beth Ann Bryan, but it would be inappropriate for me to discuss the de- 
tails of these discussions as a former senior adviser to the President of the United 
States. 

Rep. Bobby Scott (D-VA): 

1. Are you aware that Kentucky made changes to its Reading First grant applica- 
tion to eliminate certain reading programs before receiving their federal grant? 
Have you submitted inquiries to states to determine which, if any, additional states 
changed their Reading First grant application to eliminate certain reading programs 
before receiving their grant? Assuming that such changes were made, what rem- 
edies will be available for organizations that were eliminated in grant applications? 

Although I am not aware of the specifics of every State’s Reading First applica- 
tion, I am aware of the testimony of that was provided by Star Jones, the Associate 
Commissioner for the Office of Teaching and Learning at the Kentucky Department 
of Education, at your Committee’s April 20th hearing on the implementation of the 
Reading First program. 

In an effort to address any concerns about the Reading First program, on Sep- 
tember 29, 2006, then-Assistant Secretary for Elementary and Secondary Education 
Henry Johnson, sent a letter to State Reading First Directors notifying them of the 
report from the Department’s Office of the Inspector General entitled The Reading 
First Program’s Grant Application Process. In the letter. Dr. Johnson asked eacH 
State to notify the Department of any concerns it may have with the process used 
to review State Reading First applications. He also requested that they notify us 
if they did not have any complaints. 

The Department received responses from 25 States. Of the 25 States that re- 
sponded, 16 (Alabama, Alaska, Arizona, Arkansas, Colorado, Hawaii, Kansas, Mary- 
land, Mississippi, Missouri, Rhode Island, South Dakota, Tennessee, Utah, Wash- 
ington, and the Virgin Islands) expressed no concerns with the review process, and 
a number had positive comments about the program or review process. For example. 
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Kansas indicated that it was approved without identifying a core reading program 
and likely had the most flexible Reading First plan. Kansas also indicated that it 
had no problems during the review process that were not resolved, and that they 
appreciated the help that they received from the Department. Seven States (Maine, 
Massachusetts, Montana, New Hampshire, New Jersey, North Dakota, and Wis- 
consin) expressed concerns with the review process. For example, New Hampshire 
expressed concerns with the efficiency of the review process. The State noted that 
the Department did not provide it with comments from the peer-review panel in a 
timely manner, and that the length of the review process put stress on the system 
at the state and local level. Two States, Oregon and Pennsylvania, responded to the 
letter but did not express an opinion on the quality of the review process. 

Program staff contacted each State that did not reply to the request to provide 
comments on the review process. In conversations between Department and State 
program staff, seven States (California, Delaware, Iowa, South Carolina, Texas, 
Vermont, and American Samoa) indicated that they had no concerns with the re- 
view process and did not plan to submit a response. Kentucky indicated that the 
State had concerns with the process but did not submit a response because it had 
previously communicated its concerns to the Department. The remaining States did 
not respond to Department staff or indicated that they had no comments on the re- 
view process. 

Any State that believes that it was pressured to remove a specific reading pro- 
gram from its Reading First application may submit an amendment to its applica- 
tion. The State would have to demonstrate that the program proposed for inclusion 
meets the criteria described in its Reading First plan for identifying programs based 
on scientifically based reading research. Since the OIG issued its inspection report, 
staff have held meetings of all the Reading First State directors and the States were 
told about the process for submitting amendments to their approved State plans. 

2. What campaign contributions were made by Nelnet in the two years prior to 
the company’s settlement with the Department? 

The Department does not have this information. 

Rep. Donald Payne (D-NJ): 

1. The purpose of the National Student Loan Data is to serve as a central reposi- 
tory on student loans for lenders, guarantors, schools, borrowers, and the Depart- 
ment to update and obtain information needed [in] administering the student loan 
programs. How do you justify the fact that for nearly a month, the vast majority 
of users who have done nothing, have not been able to use the system to administer 
the loan programs? 

Access for Guaranty Agencies, Lenders, and Lender Servicers was temporarily 
suspended on April 18, 2007. Access for borrowers, students, and institutions of 
higher education was not affected and these entities represent the majority of 
NSLDS users. While Guaranty Agencies, Lenders, and Lender Servicers were af- 
fected by the temporary suspension, we are working diligently to restore their ac- 
cess. We reinstated NSLDS access for 32 out of 35 Guaranty Agencies (91%) of 
Guaranty Agencies. We anticipate restoring access to the remainder of the Guaranty 
Agencies in the near future. We requested additional certifications from lenders and 
lender servicers and access to these entities will be provided when the requested 
information is received. To date, we have reinstated access for approximately 11% 
of the lenders who had accessed the system within the past year and approximately 
24% of the lender servicers who had accessed the system within the past year. We 
are still developing a process to reinstate access for those entities that participate 
in the program as Eligible Lender Trustees. 

That said, we understand that this temporary suspension has delayed some func- 
tions by the affected organizations. However, ensuring appropriate access to NSLDS 
to protect the confidentiality of our borrowers’ financial information is our highest 
priority. 

2. Last year, there was a significant backlog in Consolidation loan processing be- 
cause of unexpected guidance that the Department issued in April, which Congress 
later overturned by repealing the “single holder rule.” Your decision to lock lenders 
out of the NSLDS seems to be creating another backlog this year. What are you 
going to do to restore access to the system now and avoid causing another situation 
which results in borrowers waiting months to be able to lower their monthly pay- 
ments using Consolidation loans? 

Borrowers can log onto the NSLDS Borrower website to obtain the data needed 
to complete the consolidation loan application. Lenders can continue to process the 
application without accessing NSLDS. 
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Additionally, because of the new fixed student loan rates and the increased con- 
solidation volume in previous years, we anticipate a lower volume of consolidation 
requests this year. 

3. The Department notes that it has begun to restore access to the system. How 
many lenders have been allowed to regain access to the system? Why hasn’t the De- 
partment provided lenders with information and a timeline for restoring access? 

Appropriate instructions for Guaranty Agencies and Lenders, including Lender 
Servicers, were sent on May 2, 2007 and May 15, 2007, respectively, to the Chief 
Operating Officer of each organization via e-mail. As the entity responds and the 
data is reviewed, access is being restored. 

4. Before you made your decision on April 17th to lock lenders out of the system, 
didn’t the system already record access of every borrower’s record, noting the time 
and user who accessed a borrower’s record? Why wasn’t this enough information for 
the Department to be able to investigate whether users were not properly accessing 
records? What has the shut down accomplished that couldn’t have been done while 
still maintaining access to users in compliance? 

We continuously monitor access to NSLDS to prevent unauthorized use. As a re- 
sult of this monitoring, we issued a Dear Colleague Letter (DCL) in April 2005 reit- 
erating NSLDS usage requirements. Following the release of the DCL, we observed 
a significant increase in usage by lenders, loan holders, servicers, and guaranty 
agencies. This was a matter of concern to us and we began considering potential 
courses of action. After consideration of alternatives, the Department temporarily 
suspended access to NSLDS by lenders, lender servicers, and guaranty agencies. 
Please note there is no indication of any unauthorized access to NSLDS. 

5. Were any security breaches by unauthorized users identified by the Inspector 
General before you made your decision on April 17th? 

No. We are not aware of any NSLDS security breaches by unauthorized users 
identified by the Inspector General. 

6. Have there ever been any instances of identity theft attributable to a user ac- 
cessing NSLDS? 

No. We are not aware of any instances of identity theft attributable to a user ac- 
cessing NSLDS. 

7. With regard to the charge that lenders were using the system for marketing, 
are lenders able to obtain a borrower’s address from the system? Phone number? 
E-mail? How can the system be used for marketing, if it contains no contact infor- 
mation on borrowers? 

NSLDS does not provide access to email addresses, phone numbers or addresses 
of borrowers, nor does it authorize the analysis or database searches of multiple bor- 
rower records. However, lenders that participate in the FFEL Program often pur- 
chase data from credit bureaus and other sources for the specific purpose of making 
an offer of credit to an individual, in this case a FFELP consolidation loan. Within 
this solicitation is a request for permission to access NSLDS to obtain information 
on the borrower’s loans. 

8. Can you confirm that lenders [are] able to obtain from NSLDS lists of bor- 
rowers at a given institution who have outstanding student loans? 

Authorized NSLDS users cannot obtain lists of borrowers at a given institution 
who have outstanding student loans. NSLDS only allows a user to look up a single 
borrower at a time and only if the user has a relationship with the borrower or, 
until recently, had specific permission from the borrower to do so. The use of auto- 
mated tools is prohibited. Eederal Student Aid deploys a variety of tools and moni- 
toring techniques to alert us to the possibility that automated tools are being used 
and automatically suspend the access for the user ID. 

9. Can a user access a borrower’s records in NSLDS without knowing the bor- 
rower’s social security number? 

No. Prior to April 30th, in order to access a borrower’s records in NSLDS, the user 
had to, at a minimum, enter the borrower’s social security number to access the 
records. Beginning on April 30th, the social security number, date of birth, and bor- 
rower’s first name are required to access a borrower’s records. 

10. Were you aware your decision would result in lenders not being able to verify 
borrower’s eligibility for consolidation loans or would significantly disrupt the loan 
consolidation process? 

Lenders can continue to process consolidation loan applications without accessing 
NSLDS. Borrowers can log onto the NSLDS Borrower website to obtain the data 
needed to complete the consolidation loan application. 

That said, we understand that this temporary suspension has delayed some func- 
tions by the affected organizations. However, ensuring appropriate access to NSLDS 
to protect the confidentiality of our borrowers’ financial information is our highest 
priority. 
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11. What specific threat did you believe you were addressing when you made the 
decision on April 17th? 

We continuously monitor access to NSLDS to prevent unauthorized use. As a re- 
sult of this monitoring, we issued a Dear Colleague Letter (DCL) in April 2007 reit- 
erating NSLDS usage requirements. Following the release of the DCL, we observed 
a significant increase in usage by lenders, loan holders, servicers, and guaranty 
agencies. This was a matter of concern to us and we began considering potential 
courses of action. After consideration of alternatives, the Department temporarily 
suspended access to NSLDS by lenders, lender servicers, and guaranty agencies. 
Please note there is no indication of any unauthorized access to NSLDS. 

12. Are you aware that the shut down of the system benefits large lenders who 
already hold a borrower’s loans such as Sallie Mae, Nelnet, and the Department’s 
Direct Loan program, since they do need to access NSLDS in order to make Consoli- 
dation loans to their borrowers? Why would you take an action that would limit a 
borrower’s choice of lender, when clearly it is the intent of this body to offer bor- 
rowers the broadest degree of choices? 

The borrower is free to select any eligible, participating lender by selecting a con- 
solidation loan application and working with his/her lender of choice. 

As we mentioned above, the data needed by the consolidation borrowers is still 
accessible to complete the consolidation loan application. Borrowers can log onto the 
NSLDS Borrower website to obtain the data needed to complete the loan applica- 
tion. Lenders can continue to process the application without accessing NSLDS. 

Ranking Member McKeon (R-CA): 

1. Chairman Miller has recently sent some marketing documents to the Federal 
Trade Commission in order to determine if such documents are deceptive marketing 
materials. I have seen some of those materials and they look fairly deceptive to me. 
Has the Department sent such marketing documents to the FTC in the past and 
what was the response? 

The Department shares the Committee’s concern. In fact, during 2003 and 2004, 
the Department of Education referred to the FTC 31 complaints about 10 private 
student loan companies who were distributing marketing materials that the depart- 
ment thought might be deceptive. We understand from FTC staff that they have 
given careful consideration to these complaints. The Department of Education and 
FTC staffs currently are discussing how to improve cooperation on all matters re- 
lated to private student loans, including improving the sharing of information con- 
cerning marketing materials that could be deceptive. 

2. Madam Secretary, you have been criticized for not enforcing the inducement 
prohibition in the Higher Education Act. We know that the Clinton Administration 
took an action against Sallie Mae which was decided in Sallie Mae’s favor by an 
administrative law judge in 1996. For the record, do you know how many other en- 
forcement actions were taken by the Clinton Administration with respect to induce- 
ments? 

We are not aware of any other formal enforcement actions taken by the Clinton 
Administration with respect to inducements. 

3. Madam Secretary, has your administration taken any such actions against 
lenders or other parties? 

Fair and effective oversight and monitoring of the nearly 3,500 lenders, guaranty 
agencies, and servicers that participate in the FFEL Program, is one of the Depart- 
ment’s highest priorities. In fact, our oversight and monitoring activities conducted 
between fiscal year 2003 and the present resulted in the assessment, collection, or 
return of over $712,000,000 by lenders, guarantee agencies, and third-party 
servicers in the Federal Family Education Loan Program (FFELP). 

In addition. Federal Student Aid (FSA) monitors the school and lending commu- 
nity by reviewing required annual compliance audits and financial statements, per- 
forming on-site program reviews, and analyzing partner-specific data to detect 
trends and areas that could be of concern. FSA has reviewed many audits and com- 
pleted a number of on-site program reviews of schools, lenders, guaranty agencies, 
and third-party servicers for fiscal years 2001 though 2006, and is, in fact currently 
engaged in several dozen reviews of program participants with regard to the pay- 
ment of possibly improper inducements. 

Last year, the Department created an intra-department team to conduct targeted 
reviews and investigate complaints from students and lenders. When the Depart- 
ment determines a violation may have occurred, we look into it and, if necessary, 
take appropriate actions to stop it. Typically, we contact the lender, servicer, or 
guaranty agency and tell it to stop and, in most cases, it halts the questionable 
practice. Cease-and-desist letters have been issued to those entities that were found 
to be in noncompliance with the regulations. 
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We are planning to review schools, lenders, and eligible lender trustees and, in 
fact, have begun our on-site visits. 

4. One of the things Chairman Miller has asked you to implement is “emergency 
regulations” to put an end to some of the practices that have been in the media late- 
ly. To your knowledge, has the Department ever enacted “emergency regulations?” 
Does the Department even have the legal authority to enact “emergency regula- 
tions” for an activity like this? 

In our May 9th written response to the Chairman, we provided a detailed answer 
to the question of “emergency regulations.” First, it is incorrect to suggest that the 
Department possessed the authority under current law to “immediately publish 
emergency regulations” on “inducements and bribes.” Section 492(b)(2) of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 (HEA), states that the Department must conduct negotiated 
rulemaking “unless the Secretary determines that applying such a requirement with 
respect to ^ven regulations is impracticable, unnecessary, or contrary to the public 
interest” within the meaning of section 553(b)(3)(B) of title 5, United States Code. 

In addition to the requirements for negotiated rulemaking, the Administrative 
Procedure Act provides, in 5 USC 553(b), that the Department must allow for public 
notice and comment when undertaking rulemaking unless “the agency for good 
cause finds ... that notice and public procedure thereon are impracticable, unneces- 
sary, or contrary to the public interest.” As interpreted by the courts, rulemaking 
is considered “impracticable” when execution of the agency’s statutory duties would 
be unavoidably prevented by undertaking public rulemaking. Notice and comment 
is “unnecessary” in those limited situations in which the administrative rule is a 
routine determination, insignificant in nature and impact, and inconsequential to 
the industry and to the public. Finally, “contrary to the public interest” applies only 
in the narrow circumstance when the interest of the public would be defeated by 
any requirement of advance notice of rulemaking, such as when announcement of 
a proposed rule would enable financial manipulation that the rule sought to pre- 
vent. 

Accordingly, the matters referred to by Chairman Miller do not fit any of the ex- 
ceptions to the negotiated-rulemaking requirement or the notice-and-comment re- 
quirement. Any regulatory action on lender issues by the Department would not be 
routine, insignificant, or inconsequential. Moreover, notice-and-comment rulemaking 
would not “unavoidably prevent” the Department from fulfilling its responsibilities 
to provide federal financial assistance or perform other functions. 

Finally, given the intense interest in financial aid issues, it would be impossible 
to argue that preventing notice and comment could be in the “public interest.” And 
even if some emergency authority for waiving the proposed rulemaking and nego- 
tiated rulemaking requirement existed, changes to the federal student financial aid 
regulations published by the Department cannot, because of §482(c) of the HEA, be 
effective until July 1 after the year they are published (and, even then, only if they 
are published by November 1). The Department has no authority to disregard the 
November 1 deadline. Thus, any regulations published now cannot take effect until 
July 1, 2008. 

5. There seems to be a lot of confusion about what is a prohibited inducement 
even though the law is clear about not pa3dng a school for loan applicants. The De- 
partment issued guidance explaining the law when it was first enacted and it has 
not significantly changed since its enactment more than 15 years ago. Do we have 
a problem with the law or is this really more of an ethics issue for colleges? 

In order to answer the question of whether the law is insufficient or not, a dia- 
logue is necessary among the various stakeholders. 

6. The bill we passed yesterday addresses the ethics issue but it did nothing to 
address the statutory provision on inducements so if this is a problem with the law, 
what should Congress do to solve the problem? 

If Congress determines that the law is not adequate in addressing the issue of 
inducement, then Congress should amend the law. 

7. While the press has been pointing to a report by the Office of the Inspector 
General that alleges that the close relationship the Office of Eederal Student Aid 
has with lenders and guaranty agencies has impeded FSA’s ability to do proper com- 
pliance and oversight of these entities, that is not what I have seen or heard from 
companies in my state. What are your thoughts on this? 

I hold the employees at the Department of Education in high regard. Collectively, 
they are dedicated and committed to ensuring that borrowers have a competitive 
and robust system at their disposal. In addition, they value maintaining the integ- 
rity of that system. 

With regard to hiring, the business community seeks individuals who meet cer- 
tain requirements for their jobs. In many cases, these requirements include a skill 
or knowledge set around the particular job. In fact. Congress hires individuals to 
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staff key positions on Committees with individuals who have a background in the 
appropriate specialized field. I would venture to guess that some banking experience 
would be necessary to be considered for a policy-level position at the Committee on 
Financial Services. As such, it is wholly appropriate and, indeed, responsible for my 
Department to seek individuals who have a background in certain areas of edu- 
cation. With regard to the duties required of someone who works in the Federal Stu- 
dent Aid, most of the strongest candidates come from the lending community, as 
they have the requisite knowledge and understanding of the system. 

8. From the various reports that have been released, including the report issued 
by Senator Kennedy yesterday, it is clear that mistakes were made in the imple- 
mentation of the program related to conflicts of interest, mismanagement, and cur- 
riculum control. In your testimony, you outline many of the things that the Depart- 
ment has done or is doing to respond to these various reports. As you know, last 
month I introduced H.R. 1939, the Reading First Improvement Act, to address many 
of those findings related to conflicts of interest, mismanagement, and curriculum 
control. Many of the provisions in this bill codify steps you are already taking. Do 
you believe H.R. 1939 reflects the approach that Congress should take to provide 
the Department more clarity in terms of how the Department should implement this 
unique program? How can Congress partner with you to strengthen this program 
going forward? 

As you note, the Department has implemented all of the recommendations in the 
Office of Inspector General’s (OIG) inspection report on an expedited basis and, in 
some cases, went beyond what was suggested by the OIG to implement improve- 
ments. This should be very helpful in the effective implementation of the Reading 
First program and build on the many successes of the program. The provisions in 
H.R. 1939 are consistent with, and supplement well, the actions the Department has 
taken. The implementation of corrective measures and the provisions in H.R. 1939 
will help to further ensure the integrity, objectivity, and transparency of the Read- 
ing First program. We look forward to working with Congress on this issue. 

9. Madam Secretary, it is clear from the Inspector General’s reports that some 
states felt pressured at different points during the implementation of the program 
and that the application process was not perfectly transparent, and I hope that we 
can fix those problems going forward. Yet, I also received a letter following our first 
Reading First hearing from a state Reading First director speaking very highly of 
the program and Chris Doherty in particular. This state director was not only 
thrilled with the program’s outcome, he felt those outcomes were directly attrib- 
utable to the hard work of Chris and others at the Department. You have stated 
that the [DJepartment has reached out to states to solicit their feedback on the pro- 
gram. How would you characterize state feelings about the program? 

I believe that States are very happy with the increases in reading achievement 
that they are seeing in schools participating in the Reading First program. For ex- 
ample, in California, over 73 percent of school districts participating in Reading 
First showed improvements in reading comprehension for second graders, while 
more than 70 percent showed improvement in reading fluency for first graders. In 
the second grade, proficiency in reading comprehension increased nearly 11 percent 
for Hispanic students, 10 percent for economically disadvantaged students, and 
nearly 8 percent for limited English proficient students. 

Nationally, students who participated in Reading First are experiencing tremen- 
dous gains in reading achievement. On average, States increased the percentage of 
Reading First students meeting or exceeding proficiency on fluency outcome meas- 
ures — a 16 percent average gain for 1st graders, 14 percent for 2nd graders, and 
15 percent for 3rd graders. Similar increases for reading comprehension outcome 
measures were also found — a 15 percent average gain for 1st graders, 6 percent for 
2nd graders, and 12 percent for 3rd graders. 

Rep. Joe Wilson (R-SC): 

1. Given the consequences to borrowers of continuing to limit access to NSLDS 
during a time when many borrowers would like to consolidate their loans, how will 
the Department communicate with borrowers and industry going forward when 
issues such as this arise? 

Under the current temporary suspension, borrowers are able to consolidate their 
loans and are able to log onto the NSLDS Borrower website to obtain the data need- 
ed to complete the consolidation loan application. We continue to communicate with 
the community through established means — including postings to Federal Student 
Aid Websites, Dear Colleague Letters, Dear Partner Letters, and individual letters 
and emails to industry organizations. 

2. I understand that limited notice was provided to users of NSLDS of the restric- 
tions imposed a few weeks ago. What was the process undertaken by the Depart- 
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ment in determining the amount of notice given to NSLDS users prior to imposing 
a restriction on the system’s access? 

Through the Department’s ongoing and targeted monitoring of NSLDS, we ob- 
served a significant increase in usage hy lenders, loan holders, servicers, and guar- 
anty agencies. After consideration of alternatives, the Department, on April 17, 
2007, temporarily suspended access to NSLDS hy those entities. 

Ensuring appropriate access to NSLDS to protect the confidentiality of our bor- 
rowers’ financial information is our highest priority. The new security measures in- 
clude two functions and added minimal burden to users. First, after logging into 
NSLDS, a user is prompted with a box that contains several random letters and/ 
or numbers. The user must correctly enter the information displayed in the box to 
receive authorization to continue into NSLDS. This process should take less than 
a few seconds, but provides added security against automated tools logging onto 
NSLDS. Second, all queries into NSLDS web access requires the user to provide the 
social security number, date of birth, and first name of the borrower. This added 
security measure also adds little time to the borrower look-up process but provides 
an added level of security for borrowers’ private financial information. 

Additional security measures are currently being researched. If these new security 
features change the system in such a way that users will need training or notice, 
we will communicate this change to the community. 

3. I understand that the restrictions on the system are beginning to be lifted for 
guaranty agencies. How long to you expect that the restrictions will continue to be 
in place for other users of the system? 

Instructions for Guaranty Agencies and Lenders, including Lender Servicers, were 
sent on May 2, 2007 and May 15, 2007, respectively, to the Chief Operating Officers 
of each organization via e-mail. As the entity responds and we review the data, we 
restore their access. So far, we have restored NSLDS access for 32 out of 36 Guar- 
anty Agencies (89%). We anticipate restoring access to the remainder of the Guar- 
anty Agencies in the near future. We requested additional certifications from lend- 
ers and lender servicers and access to these entities will be provided when the re- 
quested information is received. To date, we have reinstated access for approxi- 
mately 11% of the lenders who had accessed the system within the past year and 
approximately 24% of the lender servicers who had accessed the system within the 
past year. We are still developing a process to reinstate access for those entities that 
participate in the program as Eligible Lender Trustees. 

4. Madam Secretary, in conducting investigations into the relationships between 
institutions and lenders, the New York Attorney General submitted notices to many 
institutions, including an institution in my home state — Clemson University. It is 
my understanding that Clemson received funds that it puts towards need-based 
grant aid to students through an arrangement it has with a private loan lender. The 
South Carolina Attorney General Henry McMaster reviewed the agreement, at the 
urging of Attorney General Andrew Cuomo, and found nothing wrong with the 
agreement. Since this is a private loan arrangement, do you have any authority over 
these arrangements and is it an illegal inducement under the HEA? 

The HEA proscribes inducements paid by lenders to secure applications for 
FFELP loans, and the HEA gives the Department authority to take action where 
such inducements are made. We have not reviewed either the text of, or cir- 
cumstances surrounding, the agreement with Clemson University you refer to, and 
thus, have no opinion whether this agreement constitutes an inducement within the 
scope of the HEA. 

5. Do you have suggestions for how the federal government should respond to 
issues when attorneys general in 2 different states disagree about what constitutes 
inappropriate behavior? 

Our understanding is that the attorneys general of New York and South Carolina 
do not disagree about the propriety of the Clemson arrangement. To the contrary, 
it appears that the facts you describe show deference by one attorney general to the 
views and authority of the attorney general of another state. This conduct is con- 
sistent with the principles of federalism that apply to any response by the Depart- 
ment: the Department’s authority extends under current law only to determining 
whether payments were made by lenders to “...secure applicants for loans under the 
[FFELP]”, 20 U.S.C. §1085(d)(5)(A), and, if so, taking action regarding the lender 
and the loans in question. The authority of state attorneys general extends to 
whether conduct by either lenders or schools violated state law(s). In some in- 
stances, the conduct under scrutiny may be the same as examined by the Depart- 
ment. The respective authorities of the Department and states differ, and no conflict 
arises from each pursuing their own responsibilities with respect to that conduct. 

Rep. Tom Petri (R-WI): 
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I. Department Loan Program Mismanagement 

1. Given the prevalence of unethical relationships between lenders and financial 
aid offices, would you agree that the Department has failed to provide sufficient 
leadership to prevent and identify these practices? 

I do not agree. Under my leadership, the Department raised these issues in its 
announced intention to enter into negotiated rulemaking nearly a year ago. 

2. Can you explain the Department’s failure to implement gift and ethics regula- 
tions, as it was advised to do in 2001 and again in 2004 after the Financial Aid 
Administrators Assn’ failed to adopt industry standards? 

The Department issued guidance on prohibited inducements to the student loan 
community in 1989. That guidance, along with some limited additional guidance 
issued in 1995, was incorporated into the Federal Student Aid Handbook. For most 
of the intervening period, lenders, guarantee agencies and institutions appeared to 
have been abiding by the Department’s guidance. 

That began to change, however, as competition for loan volume, particularly con- 
solidation volume, intensified. The Department began to observe some lender’s prac- 
tices that did not appear to be compliance with the prior guidance. In certain in- 
stances we directed the offending lenders to cease the practice and take certain cor- 
rective actions. 

By late 2004, the Department recognized the need to provide more definitive guid- 
ance and worked on a Dear Colleague letter. However, the Department determined 
that, to be more enforceable, the requirements would need to be incorporated into 
the student loan regulations and began to plan for rulemaking when the reauthor- 
ization of the Higher Education Act occurred. However, a comprehensive reauthor- 
ization did not — and still has not — occurred. Despite this fact, the Department de- 
cided in June 2006 to begin rulemaking to address this and other urgent issues. 
Rulemaking in the student loan area is governed by Section 492 of the Higher Edu- 
cation Act of 1965, which requires the Department, before publishing proposed regu- 
lations, to obtain public involvement in the development of the proposed regulations. 

The Department held regional hearings in Berkeley, California; Chicago, Illinois; 
Orlando, Florida; and Washington, DC during the fall of 2006 to determine public 
interest in topics for negotiated rulemaking. In addition, we invited parties to sub- 
mit topics for consideration in writing. 

After obtaining advice and recommendations from individuals and representatives 
of groups involved in the Federal student financial aid programs, the Department 
must subject proposed regulations to negotiated rulemaking. On December 8, 2006, 
we published a notice in the Federal Register (71 FR 71117) announcing the estab- 
lishment of two negotiated rulemaking committees: the Loans Committee, to ad- 
dress topics related to the Federal student loan prc^ams authorized by Title IV, 
Parts B, D, and E of the HEA, and the American (Jompetitiveness Grants (ACC) 
and National SMART Grant Committee, to address issues related to those two new 
programs. On January 30, 2007, we published another notice in the Federal Reg- 
ister (72 FR 4221) announcing the establishment of two more committees: the Gen- 
eral Provisions Committee, to address programmatic, institutional eligibility, and 
general provisions topics related to Title IV, Parts A (except for Academic Competi- 
tiveness Grants (AC(j) and National SMART Grant programs), C, G, and H (except 
subpart 2) of the HEA, and the Accreditation Committee, to address accreditation 
topics (Title IV, Part H, Subpart 2 of the HEA). The Loans Committee met to de- 
velop proposed regulations over the course of several months, beginning in Decem- 
ber 2006. 

Since the last meeting of the Loans Committee, we developed an NPRM that we 
believe fully addresses the issues that have been identified on preferred lender lists 
and prohibited inducements. That NPRM was published on June 12, at 72 FR 
32410. 

3. It’s become increasingly clear that various Department officials failed to act to 
prevent subsidy abuse and unethical lender practices over the last decade. Would 
you agree that these officials should be held to account for their mismanagement? 

I do not share your view that Department officials have failed to act to prevent 
abuses and unethical practices. The Department has investigated and continues to 
investigate practices that appear inappropriate. Let me assure you that we will con- 
tinue rigorous oversight of these activities. 

II. Nelnet $278 Million Settlement 

You recently forgave $278 million to student lender Nelnet, which manipulated 
subsidies to bill taxpayers at the 9.5% rate. I received your response within an hour 
prior to this hearing: 

1. How do you justify your decision, given Nelnet’s brazen abuse and manipula- 
tion of taxpayer funds, not to try to fully collect these pa 3 Tnents? 



72 


The Department exercises oversight over all higher education lenders that partici- 
pate in programs under Title IV, Part B of the HEA. Indeed, the Department has 
exercised due care in resolving very complex questions about the use of special al- 
lowance payments (SAP) at the 9.5 percent rate on Federal Family Education Loan 
Program (FFELP) loans under Title IV. We continue to carefully scrutinize FFELP 
loans to determine whether the loans are from eligible sources, and thus qualify for 
the 9.5 percent SAP. 

(1) Actions in Regard to Lenders’ Use of 9.5 Percent SAP and Oversight of Ad- 

ditional Lenders. 

In our “Dear Colleague” letter of January 23, 2007, which enclosed a more de- 
tailed letter that was sent to all lenders claiming 9.5 percent SAP, the Department 
stated it would not pay any further 9.5 percent SAP on loans other than first-gen- 
eration or second-generation loans. We advised each lender that sought the 9.5 per- 
cent SAP that an audit of its loans would be required to verify the loans were first- 
or second-generation loans. Additionally, to receive the 9.5 percent SAP, we advised 
that a lender must provide, with each billing submitted to the Department, a man- 
agement certification that all such loans are first- or second-generation loans. In a 
second “Dear Colleague” letter issued April 27, which also enclosed a letter sent to 
all affected lenders, we provided an Auditor Guide that explained how the required 
audit must be conducted, and we explained the methodology on which the audit pro- 
cedures are based. Lenders may use an independent auditor of their choice, or may 
have the audit conducted by an audit firm that will be retained by the Department. 
We enclose copies of these letters 

(2) Nelnet, Inc. (Nelnet) Settlement. 

By way of background, the Department’s Office of Inspector General (OIG) issued 
an audit report on September 29, 2006 analyzing certain Nelnet practices regarding 
9.5 percent SAP (Special Allowance Payments to Nelnet for Loans Funded by Tax- 
Exempt Obligations, ED-OIG/A07F0017, hereinafter “IG Audit Report ”). The IG 
Audit Report found that Nelnet had used an ineligible funding source to acquire 
loans on which it had claimed SAP at the 9.5 percent minimum return rate. OIG 
estimated that Nelnet was improperly paid as much as $278 million in special al- 
lowance payments for these loans from the quarter ending March 31, 2003 through 
the quarter ending June 30, 2005, and that Nelnet could be improperly paid as 
much as $882 million for the ineligible loans in the months and years after June 
2005 if Nelnet’s billings are not corrected. OIG recommended that the Chief Oper- 
ating Officer (COO) for Federal Student Aid (FSA) instruct Nelnet to exclude all the 
affected loans from future claims for payment at the 9.5 percent minimum return 
rate, and require Nelnet to calculate and repay the amounts overpaid on these 
loans. 

Nelnet filed a response to the report on November 14, 2006. In its response, 
Nelnet argued it was entitled to retain all 9.5 percent SAP previously paid to it by 
the Department on FFELP loans. Nelnet further argued it was entitled to receive 
the 9.5 percent SAP on billings in future years over the life of the bond(s), which, 
as noted earlier, the IG Audit Report had estimated might total as much as $882 
million, or more than triple what the Department already paid out. 

The disputed statute and reflation at issue in the IG Audit Report involved 
novel and complex questions of law. No court has rendered any decision interpreting 
this specific statutory provision or regulation. Upon a thorough review of the 1(5 
Audit Report, the statute and reflation in question, and Department practices, and 
considering potential litigation risks and costs, the inherent uncertainty pending a 
definitive court decision (and any appeals), and the potential for an unfavorable de- 
cision, the Department settled its claims against Nelnet. The settlement ensured 
that the estimated $882 million of improper payments (less amounts paid for the 
period from July 1, 2005 through June 30, 2006) would be saved or not paid out 
by the Department to Nelnet in future years, while resolving disputed claims over 
past payments that could have resulted in protracted and costly litigation, poten- 
tially dela 3 dng resolution of these matters for several years. 

(3) January 23, 2007 Dear Colleague Letter. 

The Department has not changed policy with regard to 9.5 percent SAP. The regu- 
lation governing eligibility of student loans for 9.5 percent SAP dates to 1993. This 
same regulation was the subject of our Dear Colleague letter of January 23, 2007. 
The statutory authority underl 3 dng the regulation has been in place even longer — 
since 1980. 

As stated in the Dear Colleague letter, “[rjecent examination of activities involv- 
ing tax-exempt financing of [FFELP] loans indicates that it is appropriate to restate 
the * * * regulations that control whether FFELP loans * * * [are] eligib[le] for 
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SAP.” (emphasis added). The Dear Colleague letter (and the corresponding letter 
sent to lenders) simply advised other lenders that we would not pay 9.5 percent SAP 
on loans other than first-generation or second-generation loans, as set forth in the 
regulation. Further, the Department required lenders to take certain actions as a 
condition for receiving the 9.5 percent SAP. This approach was consistent with the 
legal requirements restated in the Dear Colleague letter that loans other than first- 
generation and second-generation loans are not eligible for 9.5 percent SAP. 

The Department also offered lenders the opportunity to resolve any liability for 
the return of previously received 9.5 percent SAP for loans other than first- or sec- 
ond-generation loans. To do so, lenders were required to take the steps specified in 
the Dear Colleague letter and forego asserting any claim to continued receipt of 9.5 
percent SAP for loans other than first- or second-generation loans. We further noted 
that, should any lender bring a cause of action against the Department for contin- 
ued receipt of 9.5 percent SAP on loans that are neither first- or second-generation 
loans, the offer in the January 23 Dear Colleague letter to resolve any liability 
would be retracted. In such a case, we would confer with the Department of Justice 
about the advisability of filing any counterclaim against the lender for all 9.5 per- 
cent SAP previously paid to that lender on loans that were neither first- or second- 
generation loans. Alternatively, we could exercise the option of recovering those 
funds through administrative offset against any payments then owed the lender. 

2. Can you please provide all other lenders, subsidy figures and loan volume in 
question with regards to 9.5%? 

This information is provided in the enclosed table. 

3. You indicated that you would conduct audits of all other potential 9.5% abusers 
before offering any further forgiveness. 

a. Have any additional settlements been reached and; 

b. Do you still intend to offer forgiveness on a case-by-case basis in accordance 
to the audit results? 

The only written settlement agreement entered into by the Department regarding 
9.5 percent SAP is with Nelnet. The other “settlements” will occur by practice on 
the part of the lenders. The attached letter to the January 23, 2007 Dear Colleague 
Letter to individual lenders sets forth the steps that must be followed for lenders 
to receive any additional 9.5 percent SAP, and settle any potential Department 
claims on previous overpayments. Therefore, the Department does not expect, or re- 
quire, a lender to execute any document to memorialize acceptance of the offer. A 
lender can accept the Department’s offer simply by the conduct described in that 
offer. 

4. According to some legal analysts, neither individual taxpayers nor the Depart- 
ment of Justice has the legal authority to challenge your settlement, only the lend- 
er. 

Because the Higher Education Act gives the Secretary independent authority to 
compromise claims arising under the FFEL program, we agree that neither indi- 
vidual tcixpayers nor the Department of Justice has authority to challenge the De- 
partment’s settlement with Nelnet. That said, the Department of Justice is not fore- 
closed from pursuing, as appropriate, separate remedies under other applicable pro- 
visions of the law, including under the False Claims Act. 

5. Would you agree that Congress should include an oversight mechanism in HEA 
for future settlements, given the large sums of taxpayer funds at stake? 

An additional oversight mechanism is not necessary. The Department has author- 
ity under the HEA to compromise claims under the FFEL program and has exer- 
cised that authority properly. 

III. Guaranteed Loan Program 

The Bush Administration’s Office of Management and Budget and Treasury De- 
partment along with the Congressional Budge Office and Government Account- 
ability Office, and private economists have all agreed that the guaranteed loan pro- 
gram is significantly more expensive than the Direct Loan alternative — costing tax- 
payers an estimated $3-5 billion annually in excess subsidies 

1. Would you agree that these wasteful subsidies in the guaranteed program are 
a product of a structurally broken system? 

The Administration strongly supports the continued availability of both guaran- 
teed and direct student loans. Competition between these programs, and among 
lenders in the guaranteed program, enhances borrower and institutional choice and 
drives innovation and improved service in both programs. That said, the President’s 
FY 2008 Budget includes a comprehensive set of reforms that reduce costs, stream- 
line operations, and increase efficiency in the guaranteed loan program. 

2. Would you agree that a market-based loan guarantee would reduce wasteful 
spending by requiring lenders to competitively bid for teixpayer subsidies? 
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The Administration believes the comprehensive package of proposals included in 
the FY 2008 Budget represents the best approach to enhancing the efficiency and 
effectiveness of the student loan programs for students, schools, and taxpayers. 

3. Why did it take the Administration six years to publicly recognize on the excess 
subsidies in the guaranteed loan program given the strong supporting evidence? 

The Administration has long proposed structural reforms to improve the efficiency 
of the student loan programs. The FY 2005, 2006, 2007, and 2008 President’s Budg- 
ets have all included major student loan proposals to expand risk-sharing, increase 
efficiency, streamline operations, and reduce costs to the teixpayer. 

4. Can you provide a complete list of FFELP lenders and federal subsidy pay- 
ments for the most recent year that data is available? 

Attached is a summary of special allowance subsidies (both regular and tax-ex- 
empt) provided to lenders in 2006. 

TV. Misc. Direct Loan Question 

1. The Higher Education Act (Section 455) mandates that the Direct Loan pro- 
gram provide “the same terms, conditions, and benefits” as the FEEL program. The 
only lender to provide federal loan borrowers lower interest rates in recent years 
has been MyRichUncle, which has offered 5.8% rates. Reducing Direct Loan interest 
rates to 5.8% as MyRichUncle has would save the typical student borrower $1,000 
in student loan pa 3 Tnents. 

In 1999, Secretary Riley enforced this provision and lowered Direct Loan program 
fees to match the lower origination fees that guaranteed lenders were offering. 

Why hasn’t the Bush Administration lowered interest rates for Direct Loans to 
match the lower interest rates being offered by guaranteed lenders like 
MyRichUncle? 

Eormer Secretary Riley used his authority to provide a reduced interest rate, in 
the form of an upfront interest rebate, as a repa 3 Tnent incentive as provided for 
under Section 455(a)(8) of the HEA. He did not provide an across-the-board interest 
rate reduction as you suggest because that would have been inconsistent with pre- 
cise language of the statute that you referenced, which reads: “Unless otherwise 
specified in this part, loans made to borrowers under this part shall have the same 
terms, conditions, and benefits, and be available in the same amounts, as loans 
made to borrowers under sections 428, 428B, and 428H of this title.” Interest rates 
are clearly specified in the part and, thus, cannot be reduced except as done by Sec- 
retary Riley, as a repayment incentive. 

Rep. Mark Souder (R-IN): 

1. Madam Secretary, can you tell us what statutory authority exists in the Higher 
Education Act that allows schools in the Direct Loan program to force students and 
parents to borrow from the government, thereby restricting their free choice in se- 
lecting a student loan lender? 

The Higher Education Act of 1965, as amended, created the William D. Eord Eed- 
eral Direct Loan (DL) program as an alternative to the Federal Family Education 
Loan program. By law, institutions must apply to participate in the DL program. 
Once the institution is accepted for participation in the program, the institution can 
choose to continue to make FFEL loans available to students or not. That is re- 
flected in the agreement that each institution has with the Department. The choice 
of whether to permit a student (or parent in the case of PLUS) is left to the institu- 
tions subject to the exercise of Secretary’s discretion pursuant to Section 454(a)(4) 
of the HEA. 

2. Considering much of the current discussion began as a result of lenders com- 
plaining that schools were restricting the choices of students and parents, how do 
you justify allowing the Direct Loan program to eliminate all choices and forcing 
students to borrow from one lender? 

As noted above, by statute, borrower choice is provided for within the FFEL pro- 
gram. The DL program clearly provides institutions with the choice to participate 
in that program. 

Institutions have made the choice to participate in the DL program for a variety 
of reasons. 

When the institution decided to apply to participate in the DL program, it pro- 
vided reasonable benefits when compared to the FFEL program for students attend- 
ing similar institutions. Many of the institutions that participate in the DL program 
are for-profit trade and technical schools that haven’t benefited from the competition 
for loan volume that has been evident in recent years. Thus, the terms and condi- 
tions available in DL are comparable to those provided in EFEL for those schools. 

In addition, some institutions found the DL program made it simpler for them to 
administer the Federal aid programs by having a single funding source (ED) and 
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a single mechanism for delivering those funds. This makes it easier for the financial 
aid office to package and disburse aid to students quickly and efficiently. 

3. There has been a proposal in Congress that would bribe schools to join the Di- 
rect Loan program with the lure of potential grant funds. What is your opinion of 
that proposal? Could the Department of Education handle a substantial increase in 
Direct Loan volume? Do you support bribing schools in this fashion or would you 
prefer that a robust level of competition continue to exist between the two loan pro- 
grams? 

We do not support the proposal that some in Congress have put forward to en- 
courage institutions to join the DL program. We believe that grant funds should be 
increased overall from savings that are achieved through reductions in lender sub- 
sidies in the FEEL program. To provide grant funds only to institutions that partici- 
pate in the DL program, as some have proposed, would be inequitable. 

With appropriate notice and resources, the Department could over time increase 
operations to accommodate the projected increase in volume. 

Finally, we agree with you that it is important to continue the robust competition 
that exists between the two loan programs and among the FEEL lenders. This com- 
petition has greatly improved the quality of service and reduced costs for borrowers 
and tcixpayers. 

4. Included in H.R. 890, The Student Loan Sunshine Act, was a provision that 
required institutions with preferred lender lists to disclose to both you and the pub- 
lic why the lenders were placed on that list. The Democrats opposed including a pro- 
vision that was in H.R. 1994, The Financial Aid Accountability & Transparency Act, 
which required Direct Loan schools to disclose why they selected the Department 
as their lender. It seems to me that if one argues that the students need to know 
why a school selected 3 to 4 lenders in the FEEL program, then it is even more 
important that students be give that same information when their school only se- 
lects ONE lender for them just like a school does in the DL program. What do you 
think about that? 

We are not opposed to the inclusion in a Sunshine Act of a provision that requires 
institutions to explain their choice to participate in the DL program either exclu- 
sively or in combination with the FEEL program. 


[VIA FACSIMILE], 

May 23, 2007. 


Hon. Margaret Spellings, Secretary of Education, 

U.S. Department of Education, Washington, DC. 

Dear Secretary Spellings: Following the letter sent to you on May 16, 2007, 
we have collected further questions the Committee would like answered for the 
record. 

During the course of the hearing. Members of the Committee asked questions 
which you were unable to respond to at the time. We now respectfully request that 
you respond to these questions. Additionally, I have personally asked two final ques- 
tions so that we may have a total understanding of the testimony you provided at 
the May 10, 2007 hearing. Please provide your responses to these questions in Word 
format by COB on Friday, May 25, 2007. If you have any questions, please do not 
hesitate to contact Michael Zola, Chief Investigative Counsel for the Committee at 
(202) 226-9403. 

Sincerely, 


George Miller, 

Chairman. 


Ranking Member Howard “Buck” McKeon (R-CA) asked you to respond to the fol- 
lowing questions for the record: 

1. “In comparison to the Clinton administration, can you tell us how many pro- 
gram reviews and audits were handled by the Federal Student Aid Office during 
the Clinton administration and the current one?” 

2. Additionally, please provide a comparison of the past 20 years in number of 
reviews and audits. 

3. What actions did the Clinton administration take to limit 9.5 payments fol- 
lowing their 1996 “Dear Colleague” Letter which increased the number of loans eli- 
gible for 9.5? 

Representative Thomas Petri (R-WI) asked you to respond to the following question 
for the record: 

1. How many other potential claims are there similar to Nelnet? 
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Representative Luis Fortune (R-PR) asked you to respond to the following ques- 
tions for the record: 

1. In your view, what are the chronic problems that plague the Puerto Rico De- 
partment of Education (PRDE) and prevent them from reaching peak performance? 
Why are they continuing to fail in providing a decent education to Puerto Rico’s 
575,000 public school children? 

2. How do you plan for better Federal oversight of the PRDE? Clearly, the plans 
they have proposed for improvement are not at all effective. In your response, I 
would like to see a detailed timeline, a list of benchmarks for success, and deadlines 
for improvement. In addition, I would like to receive bimonthly written updates 
upon receipt of your response. 

3. My staff and the Congressional Research Service have had continual problems 
obtaining reliable data on NCLB implementation in Puerto Rico. My staff was ad- 
vised by your employees that the PRDE only recently agreed they needed to update 
their data collection systems. What progress have they made in that area, and what 
new data have they submitted in recent weeks? 

4. How is your Department helping to increase the PRDE’s staff retention? 

5. As Representative of the 4 million citizens of Puerto Rico, it is my responsibility 
to help ensure that Puerto Rican children receive a quality public school education 
and that NCLB guidelines are followed. As we have identified the PRDE’s wide- 
spread mismanagement, what recommendations do you have for me in my role as 
Member of the Committee to improve Puerto Rico’s situation? How do you think I 
can serve in the most helpful role in NCLB reauthorization? 

/, Chairman George Miller (D-CA) ask that you respond to the following questions: 

1. In your written statement, you note that the Department is investigating 
whether there have been violations of the anti-inducement provisions of the HEA 
and that ESA has teams performing on-site reviews of 44 schools and 26 lenders. 
When were these teams established? For each of the 44 schools and 26 lenders, 
please provide the date(s) on which ESA teams performed an on-site review. Also, 
please provide the guidance, standards, and criteria the Department has provided 
to these teams to conduct these on-site reviews for the purpose of establishing viola- 
tions or potential violations of the anti-inducement provisions of the HEA. 

2. In your written statement, you note that the Department has issued schools 
124 citations and assessments totaling nearly $4.4 million for lack of administrative 
capability over the last 5 fiscal years. How many of these citations involved viola- 
tions or potential violations of the anti-inducement provisions of the HEA? How 
many of these citations involved schools’ administration of the title IV student loan 
programs? Please specify the number of schools that had violations, the specific vio- 
lations, and the number of violations for each school, by fiscal year. How many of 
these violations were identified as a result of on-site reviews conducted by ESA? 


Responses to May 23, 2007 Written Questions for the Committee on 
Education and Labor 


Rep. McKeon 

1. In comparison to the Clinton Administration, can you tell us how many program 
reviews and audits were handled by the Federal Student Aid Office during the Clin- 
ton administration and the current one? 

Federal Student Aid monitors schools and lenders that participate in the Title IV 
federal student aid programs by reviewing required annual compliance audits and 
financial statements, performing on-site program reviews, and analyzing industry 
data to detect trends and areas that could be of concern. Thirty-hve thousand eight 
hundred and seventy hve (35,875) program reviews, on-site program reviews, re- 
views of annual compliance audits received and reviews of hnancial statements re- 
ceived for schools, lenders, guaranty agencies, and third-party servicers were com- 
pleted by Federal Student Aid for six hscal years beginning in FY 2001 and con- 
tinuing through FY 2006. While we do not have comparable data for the full prior 
eight-year period, between FY 1994 and FY 1999, Federal Student Aid completed 
thirty-hve thousand three hundred and seventy four (35,374) such reviews for 
schools, lenders, guaranty agencies, and third-party servicers participating in our 
programs. 

2. In addition, please provide a comparison of the last 20 years in number of re- 
views and audits. 

We have data for the past 13 years. Since FY 1994, the Department has con- 
ducted well over 70,000 on-site, annual compliance audit or Hnancial statement re- 
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views of schools and lenders participating in the Title IV programs. Thus, the re- 
quested comparison shows that about the same number of program reviews and au- 
dits had been conducted during the six-year period FY 94 — FY 99 as were conducted 
in the six-year period FY 01 — FY 06. 

3. What actions did the Clinton administration take to limit 9.5 payments fol- 
lowing their 1996 “Dear Colleague” letter which increased the number of loans eligi- 
ble for 9.5? 

We know of no specific government actions, prior to legislative changes in 2004, 
to limit increases for any reason in the number of loans eligible for 9.5 percent SAP. 
However, the question refers to the 1996 Dear Colleague Letter as increasing the 
number of loans eligible for 9.5 percent SAP. Because the Dear Colleague simply 
interpreted existing regulations, the letter did not change those regulations to make 
eligible for 9.5 percent SAP loans that were not otherwise eligible for 9.5 percent 
SAP under the HEA and Department regulations. The Dear Colleague Letter may 
have made lenders aware of latitude already available under those existing regula- 
tions, and may have prompted lenders in later years to engage in practices that in- 
creased the number of loans eligible for 9.5 percent SAP over what they might oth- 
erwise have acquired and treated as eligible for 9.5 percent SAP. However, the Dear 
Colleague Letter, as we have explained repeatedly, in no way supported the practice 
of Nelnet or other lenders that treated loans which were neither first-generation nor 
second-generation loans, as explained in Dear Colleague Letter FP-07-01, as 9.5 per- 
cent SAP-eligible. 

Rep. Thomas Petri 

1. How many lenders have made claims similar to Nelnet and what is the loan 
volume associated with these claims for 9.5% subsidy? 

Nelnet’s Project 950 was unique in its scope. The Department has not conducted 
reviews to determine whether other lenders made “similar claims,” and if so, to 
what extent such claims were made. As to the question of loan volume, please see 
the 9.5% Summary Excel File (Attachment 1), which presents all 9.5% volume, 
billed each year, as of September 30, 2007. 

Rep. Fortune 

1. In your view, what are the chronic problems that plague the Puerto Rico Depart- 
ment of Education (PRDE) and prevent them from reaching peak performance? Why 
are they continuing to fail in providing a decent education to Puerto Rico’s 575,000 
public school children? 

The major problems that need to be addressed include the following: the need to 
improve the functioning of a complex financial management system; the hiring and 
retention of qualified management staff to oversee Federal programs; the establish- 
ment of an independent internal audit capability; and the development of a reliable 
academic data management system required for decisions leading to informed aca- 
demic instruction decisions and improved student learning. Additional problems 
have been identified in annual single audits, and other monitoring, audits and re- 
views. For example in the most recent single audit, the problems identified included 
the following: delays in implementing corrective steps in developing internal audit 
capability; deficiencies in the time distribution system and in payroll processing; 
and deficiencies in procurement documentation, and in equipment inventory due to 
transactions not being properly recorded. PRDE is making progress on some of these 
items and those mentioned above, but further progress is important in improving 
the provision of education to students in Puerto Rico. 

2. How do you plan for better Federal oversight of the PRDE? Clearly, the plans 
they have proposed for improvement are not at all effective. In you response, I would 
like to see a detailed timeline, a list of benchmarks for success, and deadlines for 
improvement. In addition, I would like to receive bimonthly written updates upon re- 
ceipt of your response. 

The Department has a risk management team that works very closely with each 
of the Department’s program offices and PRDE to ensure that there is appropriate 
monitoring of these and other issues, to help provide appropriate technical assist- 
ance to PRDE, and to hold PRDE accountable for progress towards compliance with 
all applicable Federal program and fiscal requirements. This team meets with 
PRDE quarterly to review progress of the current corrective action plans that were 
implemented under the current compliance agreement between the Department and 
PRDE, and to provide technical assistance. Based on two and a half years of imple- 
mentation of the action plans, the team has determined that PRDE’s plans for im- 
provement were somewhat effective, and helped PRDE make progress in certain 
areas. PRDE’s expectation, however, that the improvements needed could be 
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achieved in 3 years was not, in all cases, realistic. Federal oversight has resulted 
in several letters regarding compliance with NCLB, which include timelines and 
benchmarks and consequences for noncompliance. The letters are attached for your 
reference (Attachment 2). 

3. My staff and the Congressional Research Service have had continual problems 
obtaining reliable data on NCLB implementation in Puerto Rico. My staff was ad- 
vised by your employees that the PRDE only recently agreed they needed to update 
their data collection systems. What progress have they made in that area, and what 
new data have they submitted in recent weeks? 

PRDE recently submitted their proposed EDFacts Transition Plan for providing 
data including NCLB data for 2006-07, 2007-08, and 2008-09. The Plan is currently 
being evaluated by the Department. PRDE also recently submitted a Highly Quali- 
fied Teacher Plan, which is currently being evaluated by the Department. 

4. How is your Department helping to increase the PRDE’s staff retention? 

Retention of qualified staff is an important area for improvement that was identi- 
fied jointly by the Department and PRDE. However, while the Department is en- 
couraging attention to this problem of staff retention, the resolution of this concern 
appears to involve matters that are primarily ones that should be resolved locally 
and not through Federal action. 

5. As Representative of the 4 million citizens of Puerto Rico, it is my responsibility 
to help ensure that Puerto Rican children receive a quality public school education 
and that NCLB guidelines are followed. As we have identified the PRDE’s wide- 
spread mismanagement, what recommendations do you have for me in my role as 
Member of the Committee to improve Puerto Rico’s situation? How do you think I 
can serve in the most helpful role in NCLB reauthorization? 

I appreciate that you have shared your concerns for the education of the children 
of Puerto Rico. We look forward to working with you to address the concerns you 
have expressed in these questions and during the May 10 hearing as we continue 
to provide assistance and hold PRDE accountable for improving the management of 
Federal grants and improving student achievement. 

Chairman George Miller 

1. In your written statement, you note the Department is investigating whether 
there have been violations of the anti-inducement provisions of the HEA and that 
ESA has teams performing on-site reviews of 44 schools and 26 lenders. When were 
these teams established? For each of the 44 schools and 26 lenders, please provide 
the date(s) on which the ESA teams performed an on-site review. Also, please provide 
the guidance, standards and criteria the Department has provided to these teams to 
conduct these on-site reviews for the purpose of establishing violations or potential 
violations of the anti-inducement provisions of the HEA. 

Federal Student Aid established the teams conducting those reviews referenced in 
the May 10 testimony in April 2007. Of the reviews referenced in that testimony, 
to date, we have conducted inducement reviews at the University of Wisconsin-Mil- 
waukee. Student Loan Express and Fifth Third Bank. We are in the process of con- 
ducting three additional school reviews and plan to conduct two additional school, 
three lender and one Eligible Lender Trustee reviews later this summer. We will 
continue to schedule and perform reviews at the remaining educational and finan- 
cial institutions. 

In order to ensure effective reviews, we do not disclose the specifics of the pro- 
gram review procedures that we use to review these organizations. However, gen- 
eral areas of review will include: 

• Agreements, policies, practices or procedures between schools and lenders, loan 
holders, servicers, software providers or marketing firms acting on their behalf; 

• Participation by school personnel on advisory boards of lenders, loan holders, 
servicers or software providers; 

• Consulting or other paid relationships or agreements between school officials 
and lenders, loan holders, servicers or software providers; 

• Financial interest by school personnel in lender, loan holders, servicers or soft- 
ware providers; and 

• Compensation provided to schools personnel by lender, loan holders, servicers 
or software providers. 

2. In your written statement, you note the Department has issued schools 124 cita- 
tions and assessments totaling nearly $4.4 million for lack of administrative capa- 
bility over the last 5 fiscal years. How many of these citations involved violations or 
potential violations of the anti-inducement provisions of the HEA? How many of 
these citations involved schools’ administration of the title PV student loan programs? 
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Please specify the number of schools that had violations, the specific violations, and 
the number of violations for each school, by fiscal year. How many of these violations 
were identified as a result of on-site reviews conducted by FSA? 

As we indicated, through our on-site program reviews, we identified some 236 in- 
stances (including the 124 mentioned in the statement) in which schools dem- 
onstrated failures to administer Federal student aid according to general adminis- 
trative requirements, as opposed to violations of specific program rules. These find- 
ings were not for violations of the inducement provisions. In these 236 instances we 
cited the schools and we required corrective action, even though the deficiencies may 
not have caused a specific, identified misuse of Federal funds. We also identified in 
these reviews numerous instances — totaling some $4.4 million — in which these very 
deficiencies actually resulted in improper expenditures of Federal student aid, for 
which the school is liable. 

The following chart details the number of violations (including the original 124) 
cited by deficiency by year; all but 10 of which were identified in our on-site pro- 
gram reviews. 
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May 11, 2007. 

Hon. George Miller, Chairman, 

Committee on Education and Labor, Rayburn House Offce Building, Washington, 
DC. 

Dear Chairman Miller: During the May 10 hearing on “Accountability for the 
Department of Education’s Oversight of Student Loans and the Reading First Pro- 
gram,” in which Secretary of Education Margaret Spellings testified, you reported 
that Indiana University left the Eederal Direct Loan Program as a result of receiv- 
ing a $3 million dollar line of credit from Sallie Mae. This is incorrect. This false 
assertion has appeared in some national media and may have been brought to your 
attention without having been verified. 

Indiana University is comprised of seven campuses. Prior to 2003, two of those 
campuses participated in the Direct Loan Program and five were in the Federal 
Family Education Loan Program (EFELP). In 2003, Indiana University went 
through a major software conversion. A review of non-academic services was com- 
pleted by Arthur Anderson Consultants in 2001. The recommendation was to use 
either the Direct Loan Program or the FFELP for all campuses. Both programs 
worked well for Indiana University, but a committee was formed to review the con- 
sultants’ recommendations and the decision was made to use the FFELP for all 
campuses. This decision was made independently from any relationship with the 
lending community. 

Indiana University sent a request for proposal for student loan processing to mul- 
tiple vendors in June 2003. The request for proposal did not include any opportunity 
loan provisions. The $3 million in opportunity loans was included as a private loan 
alternative and is not based on loan volume. These funds are used as a last resort 
loan for students with no other options to fund a college education. Indiana Univer- 
sity exhausts all other financing options before suggesting an opportunity loan. 

Indiana University did not receive any funds from Sallie Mae for transferring 
from the Direct Loan Program to FFELP. It was determined that supporting both 
programs would require additional implementation and maintenance costs for the 
new student information system. The decision to move to a single system was made 
in the interest of efficiency, student service and cost savings. 

Thank you for the opportunity to respond to the inaccurate statement about Indi- 
ana University and the reason for the transfer to the EFELP for two of the lU cam- 
puses. It is our hope that the official hearing record would be corrected to reflect 
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the fact that we did not receive any pajnnents for leaving the Direct Loan Program. 
We stand ready to provide any additional information on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Thomas C. Healy, 

Vice President for Government Relations. 


[Additional submissions from Secretary Spellings follow:] 



I 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 — I 

Qtrt Qtr2 Qtr9 Q«r4 Qtrl Qtr2 Qtr) Qlr4 Qtr I Qir2 Qlr3 Qlr4 Qtrt Qtr2 

2004 2005 2006 2007 Present 




81 
























82 



United States Department of Education 
Washington, D.C. 20202 
MAR 7 2:^ 


The Honorable Rafael Aragunde Torres 

Secretary of Education 

Puerto Rico D^artment of Education 

Post Office Box 190759 

San Juan, Puerto Rico 00919-0759 

Dear Secretary Aragunde: 

Over the past few months, the U.S. Department of Education (Department) has been in 
contact with the Puerto Rico Department of Education regarding Puerto Rico’s 
compliance with Title I of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965 (ESEA), 
as ametKled by the No Child behind Act of 2001 (NCLB). The specific issue of 

noncompliance regards Puerto Rico's fulfilling its obligations under section 1 1 1 1 of Title 
I to provide schools timely assessment information and adequate yearly progress (AYP) 
decisions in order that Title I schools may satisfy their obligati<ms under section 1 1 16. 

Annually assessing student achievement against challenging academic standards and 
holding alt schools accountable for making AYP are two of the fundamental principles of 
NCLB. To ensure that all students reach State academic achievement standards, it is 
critical that schools receive academic achievement data and AYP detenninations prior to 
the start of the school year so they can most quickly make the rMcessary changes to their 
irtstruclional programs and professional development. Further, it is important for parents 
of students enrolled in Title 1 schools identified for improvement to know the AYP status 
of their schools prior to the start of the school year so that they can make informed 
decisions regarding public school choice and supplemental educational services. 

As part of their State accountability plans under section 1111 of NCLB. States are 
required to provide decisions about AYP in time for schools to implement the required 
provisions under section 1 1 16 before the beginning of the next ac^emic year. We have 
learned from Puerto Rico that, allhou^ most Puerto Rico public elementary and 
secondary schools started the 2006-07 school year between early- to mid-August, Puerto 
Rico did not provide elementary and middle schools with their AYP determinations until 
September 8; moreover, the hij^ school results were released approximately 2 weeks 
later. Puerto Rico's delay in providing its Title I schools with their AYT determinations 
prior to the start of the school year is in violation of section 1111. 

Section 1 1 1 l(gK2) of ESEA addresses the failure of a State to meet any of the 
requirements of section 1 1 1 1 of ESEA. If a State fails to meet any of the requirements of 
section 1 1 1 1 , the Secretary may withhold funds for State administration und^ Title I, 
until the Secretary determines that the State has fulfilled those requirements. 

www.ed.gov 

400 MARYLAND AVE., SW. WASHINGTON. DC VOa-tJM 
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Accordingly, it is the Depanmenrs intent to exercise the authority under section 
1 1 1 l(gX2) to withhold 3 percent of Puerto Rico's Title I, Part A administrative funds for 
fiscal year (FY) 2006, one percent for every week AYP results were delayed. Three 
percent of Puerto Rico’s Title I, Part A administrative funds for FY 2006 is SI3S,403. 

Puerto Rico has the oppominiiy within 1 0 days of receipt of this letter to show cause in 
writing why the Department should not withhold 3 percent of Puerto Rico's Title I, Part 
A administrative funds. If Puerto Rico cannot show cause, the Department, as authorized 
by section 1111 (gX2) of ESEA, will withhold 3 percent of Puerto Rico's FY 2006 Title 1, 
Part A administrative funds. 

If you have any questions about this matter, please contact Dr. Catherine Freeman, at 



Deputy Secretary 

Delegated the Authority to Perform the 
FuiKtions of the Assistant Secretary for 
Elementary and Secondary Education 


cc: Governor Ambal Acevedo Vili 

Waldo Torres Vazquez 
Mariemma L6pez Rosario 
Angel Canales Encamacidn 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
omce or elementary and secondary education 

THE ASStSTANT SECRETARY 

IWR 2 t 2007 


The Honorable Rafael Aragunde Torres 
Secretary of Education 
Puerto Rico Department of Education 
P.O. Box 190759 

San Juan, Puerto Rico 00919^759 
Dear Secretary Aragunde: 

Thank you for submitting atUitional assessment materials for peer review under the standards 
and assessment requirements of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA), as 
amended by the No Child Left BehirKl Act of 2001 (NCLB). We apfHeciate the efforts required 
to prepare fcH the peer review ainl hope that the process provides useful feedback that will 
support Puerto Rico's efforts to monitor student progress toward challenging standards. 

In the Department’s letter to you on June 29, 2006, Assistant Secretary Johnson enumerated the 
fundamental components as well as a number of additional technical issues that had not met the 
standards and assessment requirements of the ESEA aAer the first peer review in May 2006. 
Specifically, the Department could not approve Puerto Rico’s standards and assessment system 
due to ouistaiKling concerns with the alignment of Las Pruebas de Aprovechamiento Acadimico 
(PPAA) to grade-level content standards and the performance level descriptors for the alternate 
assessment based on alternate achievement standards (Las Prtiebas PuertorriqueAas de 
Evaluacidn Altema, or PPEA). The peer reviewers and Department staff evaluated Puerto 
Rico’s additioital evidence and found, based on the evidence received, that it still does not meet 
alt the statutory stkI regulatory requirements of Section 1 11 l(bXl) and (3) of the ESEA. 
Specifically, the peer review of this evidence suggests that there remain concerns regarding the 
alignment of the PPAA to grade-level content standards and the performance level descriptors 
for the PPEA. 

Because Puerto Rico’s additional submission of evidence did not resolve all outstanding issues, 
the status of its standards and assessment system remains Approval Pending. Please note that 
Puerto Rico must address ail outstanding issues in order to have a fully compliant standards and 
assessment system under the ESEA by the end of the 2006-07 school year. Please refer to the 
enclosure for a detailed list of the evidence Puerto Rico must still subinit to meet the 
requirements for an approved standards and assessment system. 

Because the status of Puerto Rico’s starulards and assessment system is still Approval Pending. 
Puerto Rico continues to be under Mandatory Oversight, as authorized uiKler 34 C.F.R. §80.12. 
Under this status, we placed ^>ecirtc conditions on Puerto Rico’s fiscal year 2006 Title I, Pan A 
grant award. If. su any time, Pueno Rico docs not meet the timeline set forth in its plan, the 
Depanment will initiate proceedings, pursuant to Section 11 1 l(gK2)ofthe ESEA. to withhold 


W MASYIAHO AVE. SW . WASKtNOTDN. OC SMOa 
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15 percent of Puerto Rico’s fiscal year 2006 Title 1, Part A administrative funds, which will then 
revert to public schools in Puerto Rico. 

I appreciate the steps Puerto Rico has taken toward meeting the requirements of the ESEA, and I 
know you are anxious to receive full approval of your standards and assessment system. We are 
committed to helping you get there. We remain available to provide technical assistance 
regarding additional issues that you identify. We will schedule another peer review when you 
have evidence available to further evaluate your system. If you have any questions or would like 
to discuss this further, please do not hesitate to contact Valeria Ford fValcria.Ford@ed.govl or 
Patrick Rooney fPatrick.Roonev@ed.govl of my staff. 



Kerri L Briggs, Ph.D. 
Acting Assistant Secretary 


Enclosure 

cc: Governor Anibat Acevedo Vili 

Waldo Torres V&zquez 


2 
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Summan of AddiCioDal Evidence that Puerto Rico Must Submit to Meet ESEA 

Requirements for tbe Puerto Rico Assessment System 

2.0 - ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT STANDARDS 

1 . Performance level descriptors for Science, grade 8. 

2. Performance level descriptors for Spanish at grades 3-8 and i 1 . 

3. Performance level descriptors for the English as a second language assessment aligned to 
grade*tevel content standards. 

4. Description of content-based competencies associated with the Basic level for the 
alternate assessment and cut scores for that level. 

4.0 - TECHNICAL QUALITY 

1 . Interpretation or analysis to accompany data summaries of the inter-correlations of 
subdomains. 

2. An analysis of the efficacy and validity of accommodations for Las Pruebas de 
Aprovechamienio Acadimico (PPAA). 

3. An analysis of consequential and concurrent validity for the PPAA. 

5.0 - ALIGNMENT 

1. A detailed plan to address gaps identified from the alignment study. 

2. Administration of an assessment aligned to academic content standards by April 2007. 

3. Evidence that tbe ]>epth of Knowledge (DOK) level of the items matches the DOK level 
of the academic content standards (rather than writing items at a range of DOK levels) 
and that the full range of knowledge, skills, and abilities described in the academic 
content standards is covered on the tests. 

4. Documentation for the alignment of non-academic indicators as comporvents of the score 
on Las Pruebas PuertorriqueAas dc Evaluacidn Altcraa (PPEA). 

5. A plan to review and maintain alignment over time. 

6.0- INCLUSION 

1 . An expansion of linguistic accommodations for limited Spanish proficient (LSP) 
students, such as English versions and simplilicd Spanish versions of the mathematics 
and science assessments. 

2. An explanation for the apparent exclusion of students eligible to lake the PPEA. 

3. Clarification of the eligibility criteria concerning age for participation in the PPEA. 

7.0 - REPORTING 

1 . Description of the weighting procedure used to derive PPEA scores. 

2. Reports should include definitions of the |»oficiency levels m the individual content 
areas. 
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2006 9.5 SAP SUMMARY 


Tax Exempt Loans 


Special Allowance Ending Principal 

Payments Balance 


833500 

WELLS FARGO ELT NELNET ED LOAN FUND 

$158,373,973 

$2,728,074,557 

828924 

AES/PHEAA 

$59,627,998 

$1,196,188,921 

826688 

KENTUCKY HIGHER ED STUDENT LOAN COR 

$40,106,950 

$699,065,806 

833948 

BANK OF NY ELT EDSOUTH 

$30,940,457 

$564,620,484 

830075 

VSAC EDUCATION LOAN FINANCE PROGRAM 

$28,034,326 

$530,904,225 

827825 

IOWA STUDENT LOAN LIQUIDITY CORP 

$21,291,088 

$412,178,900 

832095 

WELLS FARGO ELT PANHANDLE PLAINS 

$18,360,030 

$348,849,840 

825585 

MICHIGAN HIGHER EDUCATION STUD LOAN 

$17,561,882 

$412,663,043 

830630 

SOUTHWEST STUDENT SERV TRUST WEB EL 

$17,235,161 

$307,516,895 

822717 

NEW MEXICO EDUC ASST FOUNDATION 

$13,855,233 

$259,928,343 
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2006 9.5 SAP SUMMARY— Continued 


Tax Exempt Loans 

Special Allowance Ending Principal 
Payments Balance 


834097 WELLS FARGO ELT NTHEA INC $11,976,579 $251,471,061 

827866 COLLEGEINVEST $11,738,633 $253,422,510 

833806 US BANK ELT BHEA $10,511,074 $254,471,434 

828476 UTAH STATE BOARD OF REGENTS $9,613,279 $163,242,746 

828863 MISSOURI HIGHER EDUCATION LOAN AUTH $8,878,031 $153,817,735 

833211 BANK OF NY ELT GTHEA $7,707,205 $178,406,284 

833405 US BANK ELT ED LOANS INC $7,450,821 $133,316,799 

831245 SOUTHWEST STUDENT SRV TRUST WFB ELT $7,400,183 $141,012,628 

829769 UTAH STATE BOARD OF REGENTS $7,039,426 $131,567,279 

899980 INDIANA SECONDARY MARKET $6,653,206 $140,764,497 

833016 SC STUDENT LOAN-93 RES (SL03) ... $6,545,140 $47,205,330 

830631 STUDENT LOAN FUNDING US BANK ELT $6,089,827 $114,871,881 

832934 BANK OF NY ELT GTHEA (93AB) $5,892,372 $121,595,074 

828868 TRUSTMARK BANK ELT MHEAC $5,808,316 $103,988,173 

805149 BANK OF NY ELT HEE LELA $5,087,971 $72,942,850 

826764 INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION $4,737,974 $60,863,311 

826717 UTAH STATE BOARD OF REGENTS $4,706,039 $103,914,544 

828577 RHODE ISLAND STUDENT LOAN AUTHORITY $4,217,950 $97,681,990 

833264 WELLS FARGO ELT STHEA INC $3,608,890 $83,814,523 

831008 STUDENT LOAN FUNDING US BANK ELT $3,604,935 $72,552,371 

830344 WELLS FARGO ELT MHESAC $3,251,656 $66,350,212 

834086 WELLS FARGO ELT BRAZOS HEA $3,096,241 $53,575,742 

832919 BANK OF NY ELT ALL STUDENT LOAN COR . $3,036,588 $53,246,222 

826351 ILL DESIGNATED ACCOUNT PURCHASE PR .. $2,611,876 $52,661,912 

821666 WELLS FARGO ELT FOR SLAAA $2,567,218 $45,034,222 

827283 WYOMING STUDENT LOAN CORPORATION $2,542,007 $61,487,189 

826966 ALASKA (ACRE) $2,460,035 $50,258,274 

829691 ZIONS BANK ELT SLEA-WA INC $2,087,202 $38,565,684 

833017 S C STUDENT LLR $1,881,549 $17,466,740 

832339 BANK OF NY ELT GTHEA (92AB) $1,785,080 $36,960,240 

830351 SC STUDENT LOAN CORP (SL05) $1,604,563 $33,220,877 

833691 NELLIE MAE JPMORGAN CHASE ELT $1,538,672 $26,697,813 

834023 MISSOURI HIGHER EDUCATION LOAN AUTH $1,529,182 $72,746,901 

820164 UNION BK CA ELT CHELA FUND I (TEFFC) .. $1,392,916 $3,168 

831692 STUDENT LOAN FUNDING US BANK ELT $1,391,900 $7,961,956 

833741 WELLS FARGO ELT CTSLC LLC $1,375,356 $29,801,033 

833347 BANK OF NY ELT PANHANDLE PLAINS HEA $1,321,448 $26,243,226 

825659 OKLAHOMA STUDENT LOAN AUTHORITY $1,253,033 $29,069,493 

830628 IDAPP $745,832 $28,202,834 

808780 FIFTH THIRD ELT SLER MD 10907A $709,541 $11,900,531 

832776 IPMORGAN CHASE ELT SMS CORP— HI $687,419 $13,055,632 

833752 BANK OF NY ELT ALL STUDENT LOAN COR $684,281 $17,952,418 

805178 BANK OF NY ELT HEE LELA $600,580 $23,137,957 

830248 UTAH STATE BOARD OF REGENTS/STNF $572,615 $12,443,094 

812089 TEXAS HIGHER EDUCATION COORD BOARD $424,017 $16,891,628 

831300 MELMAC LLC ZIONS BANK ELT $325,853 $18,014,051 

831785 STUDENT LOAN FUNDING US BANK ELT $296,983 $5,440,874 

831387 BANK OF MISSISSIPPI ELT MHEAC .... $295,997 $12,569,426 

821614 UNION BANK CA ELT CHELA FUND I (TEF) $249,317 

807037 COLLEGE FOUNDATION INC $193,126 $5,484,040 

834096 BANCORPSOUTH ELT MHEAC $183,356 $8,482,235 

834170 BANK OF NY ELT EDSOUTH $175,307 $3,383,077 

833668 SC STUDENT LOAN CORP (LL05) $124,154 $2,057,939 

829189 ALABAMA HIGHER EDUCATION LOAN CORP $101,677 $3,074,842 

834095 TRUSTMARK ELT MHEAC $65,978 $4,260,964 

828875 COLLEGEINVEST $53,595 $1,207,439 

821623 UNION BANK CA ELT CHELA FUND I (TEF) $37,883 

813285 UNION BK CA ELT CHELA FUND I (TEFFC) $34,706 

821628 UNION BANK CA ELT CHELA FUND I (TEF) $29,916 $0 

833174 BANK OF NY ELT ALL STUDENT LOAN COR $23,262 $905,667 

827116 SLF OF IDAHO MARKETING ASSN INC $20,190 $0 

829064 SOUTHWEST STUDENT SERV TRUST WFB EL $16,503 $521,059 
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2006 9.5 SAP SUMMARY— Continued 


Lender 


Tax Exempt Loans 


Special Allowance Ending Principal 
Payments Balance 


820163 UNION BANK CA ELT CHELA FUND II (TE) 

828200 M H E S A C 

834246 US BANK ELT KNOWLEDGEEUNDING OHIO 

834225 STUDENT LENDING WORKS INC 

805095 FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF JEANERETTE 

823817 IPMORGAN CHASE ELT BRAZOS HEA 

833617 US BANK ELT EESI 

834092 M&T BANK ELT PHEAA LOAN TRUST I 

828148 UNIVERSITY EEDERAL CREDIT UNION 


$12,940 

$4,992 

$226 

$57 

($5) 

($14) 

($14) 

($ 21 ) 

($29) 


$0 

$522,781 


808717 

IPMORGAN CHASE NA ELT BRAZOS HEA IN 

($43) 


824573 

ZIONS BANK ELT EES EINANCE CO ... 

($87) 


833495 

ZIONS ELT EMT CORP 

($109) 


821920 

FIRSTRUST SAVINGS BANK 

($111) 


833934 

ZIONS BANK ELT NELNET TRUST 

($151) 


831453 

US BANK ELT EDAMERICA 

($769) 


825600 

NEW lERSEY HIGHER EDUCA ASST AUTH 

($1,507) 

$0 

834099 

UNION BANK GA ELT CHELA FUND 1 (TEF)) 

($784,111) 

$0 

826509 

ARKANSAS STUDENT LOAN AUTHORITY 

($5,968,655) 

$74,272,483 


Total 

$581,296,104 

$11,106,045,909 

2005 9.5 SAP SUMMARY 



Tax Exempt Loans 

Lender 


Special Allowance 

Ending Principal 



Payments 

Balance 

833500 

WELLS FARGO ELT NELNET ED LOAN FUND 

$177,688,062 

$3,026,977,030 

828924 

AES/PHEAA 

$101,293,604 

$1,729,507,729 

826688 

KENTUCKY HIGHER ED STUDENT LOAN COR 

$51,890,219 

$810,766,884 

833948 

BANK OE NY ELT EDSOUTH 

$39,282,038 

$699,762,255 

830075 

VSAC EDUCATION LOAN EINANCE PROGRAM 

$36,111,916 

$718,336,382 

827825 

IOWA STUDENT LOAN LIQUIDITY CORP 

$31,287,769 

$605,324,814 

830630 

SOUTHWEST STUDENT SERV TRUST WEB EL 

$30,968,234 

$520,582,111 

832095 

WELLS FARGO ELT PANHANDLE PLAINS 

$26,747,125 

$449,047,641 

820164 

UNION BK CA ELT CHELA EUND 1 (TEFFC) 

$24,467,330 

$329,975,617 

834097 

WELLS FARGO ELT NTHEA INC 

$23,323,937 

$462,486,498 

833806 

US BANK ELT BHEA 

$23,093,916 

$393,742,962 

825585 

MICHIGAN HIGHER EDUCATION STUD LOAN 

$20,376,928 

$450,996,409 

833211 

BANK OE NY ELT GTHEA 

$17,823,455 

$220,936,475 

832934 

BANK OE NY ELT GTHEA (93AB) 

$16,361,856 

$151,217,885 

822717 

NEW MEXIGO EDUG ASST EOUNDATION 

$16,271,646 

$326,534,104 

831008 

STUDENT LOAN FUNDING US BANK ELT 

$15,899,060 

$227,530,128 

834071 

SLM EDUCATION FINANCE CREDIT CORP 

$14,527,226 


827866 

COLLEGEINVEST 

$12,629,659 

$284,213,538 

833691 

NELLIE MAE IPMORGAN CHASE ELT 

$12,278,053 

$50,311,950 

899980 

INDIANA SECONDARY MARKET 

$11,943,493 

$233,680,646 

805149 

BANK OE NY ELT HEE ELLA 

$11,278,126 

$107,124,886 

826509 

ARKANSAS STUDENT LOAN AUTHORITY 

$10,966,627 

$268,612,484 

831245 

SOUTHWEST STUDENT SRV TRUST WEB ELT 

$10,547,670 

$189,107,512 

831593 

IPMORGAN CHASE ELT GTSLC (96AB) 

$10,349,941 

$0 

828863 

MISSOURI HIGHER EDUCATION LOAN AUTH 

$10,331,060 

$304,572,569 

833405 

US BANK ELT ED LOANS INC 

$10,305,698 

$174,003,209 

831692 

STUDENT LOAN FUNDING US BANK ELT 

$10,182,570 

$161,507,049 

829769 

UTAH STATE BOARD OF REGENTS .... 

$10,102,619 

$169,990,910 

833016 

SC STUDENT LOAN-93 RES (SL03) ... 

$8,988,615 

$144,520,758 

830631 

STUDENT LOAN FUNDING US BANK ELT 

$8,948,896 

$147,542,516 

834099 

UNION BANK GA ELT CHELA FUND 1 (TEF) 

$7,627,815 

$173,922,158 

826764 

INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 

$6,592,389 

$94,111,474 

828868 

TRUSTMARK BANK ELT MHEAC 

$6,128,911 

$126,468,029 
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2005 9.5 SAP SUMMARY— Continued 


Tax Exempt Loans 

Special Allowance Ending Principal 
Payments Balance 


826351 ILL DESIGNATED ACCOUNT PURCHASE PR $5,800,642 $90,634,395 

832919 BANK OE NY ELT ALL STUDENT LOAN COR $5,093,520 $68,678,726 

828476 UTAH STATE BOARD OF REGENTS $4,964,739 $133,197,009 

828577 RHODE ISLAND STUDENT LOAN AUTHORITY $4,748,651 $95,636,652 

830344 WELLS FARGO ELT MHESAC $4,618,439 $120,945,705 

833264 WELLS FARGO ELT STHEA INC $4,374,596 $87,616,895 

834086 WELLS FARGO ELT BRAZOS HEA $4,094,512 $72,051,061 

821666 WELLS FARGO ELT FOR SLAAA $4,032,091 $50,896,131 

820163 UNION BANK CA ELT CHELA FUND II (TE) $3,674,599 $4,017,617 

832339 BANK OE NY ELT GTHEA (92AB) $3,558,893 $45,731,912 

833017 S C STUDENT LLR $3,485,006 $42,755,080 

827283 WYOMING STUDENT LOAN CORPORATION $2,921,208 $70,811,614 

808780 FIETH THIRD ELT SLER MD 10907A .. $2,491,743 $27,959,915 

826966 ALASKA (ACRE) $2,404,331 $50,235,014 

829691 ZIONS BANK ELT SLEA-WA INC $2,396,153 $45,325,275 

833741 WELLS FARGO ELT CTSLC LLC $2,368,570 $62,465,045 

826717 UTAH STATE BOARD OF REGENTS $2,181,643 $145,952,647 

834023 MISSOURI HIGHER EDUCATION LOAN AUTH $2,161,068 $95,015,441 

825659 OKLAHOMA STUDENT LOAN AUTHORITY $1,936,903 $33,256,289 

833347 BANK OE NY ELT PANHANDLE PLAINS HEA $1,776,017 $28,990,206 

821628 UNION BANK CA ELT CHELA FUND I (TEF) $1,669,391 $12,800,834 

830628 IDAPP $1,335,648 $40,390,786 

812089 TEXAS HIGHER EDUCATION COORD BOARD $1,303,147 $25,159,870 

830351 SC STUDENT LOAN CORP (SL05) $1,248,275 $45,878,614 

813285 UNION BK CA ELT CHELA EUND I (TEFFC) $1,154,967 $12,440,671 

805178 BANK OE NY ELT HEE LELA $1,043,293 $28,206,702 

831640 STUDENT LOAN FUNDING US BANK ELT $1,037,846 $0 

821623 UNION BANK CA ELT CHELA FUND I (TEF) $1,024,679 $21,041,801 

830248 UTAH STATE BOARD OF REGENTS/STNF $927,051 $16,965,643 

831387 BANK OF MISSISSIPPI ELT MHEAC $848,309 $15,805,618 

831299 STUDENT LOAN FUNDING US BANK ELT $807,046 

832776 IPMORGAN CHASE ELT SMS CORP— HI $700,352 $16,395,135 

833668 SC STUDENT LOAN CORP (LL05) $626,137 $3,890,796 

831785 STUDENT LOAN FUNDING US BANK ELT $573,244 $7,459,365 

831300 MELMAC LLC ZIONS BANK ELT $453,860 $23,016,566 

807037 COLLEGE FOUNDATION INC $445,779 $8,339,524 

834096 BANCORPSOUTH ELT MHEAC $430,433 $11,450,137 

821614 UNION BANK CA ELT CHELA FUND I (TEF) $276,645 $1,053,869 

829189 ALABAMA HIGHER EDUCATION LOAN CORP $249,645 $4,618,133 

834095 TRUSTMARK ELT MHEAC $177,395 $7,193,421 

823817 IPMORGAN CHASE ELT BRAZOS HEA $161,505 

808717 IPMORGAN CHASE NA ELT BRAZOS HEA IN $129,245 

828875 COLLEGEINVEST $122,282 $1,773,636 

827116 SLF OF IDAHO MARKETING ASSN INC $109,817 $3,183,063 

833174 BANK OE NY ELT ALL STUDENT LOAN COR . $50,134 $1,547,485 

829064 SOUTHWEST STUDENT SERV TRUST WEB EL $41,777 $871,183 

833752 BANK OE NY ELT ALL STUDENT LOAN COR . $34,905 $7,263,341 

833487 BANK OE NY ELT LOANSTAR $22,574 

828200 MHESAC $10,165 $904,738 

831453 US BANK ELT EDAMERICA $2,355 $0 

888885 SLM ECEC $1,363 

831119 MO HIGHER ED LOAN AUTHORITY $550 

832057 IPMORGAN CHASE ELT GTSLC $319 $0 

833253 IPMORGAN CHASE ELT SLMA TRUST MS181 $238 

821920 FIRSTRUST SAVINGS BANK $111 $29,950 

828148 UNIVERSITY EEDERAL CREDIT UNION $29 

805095 FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF JEANERETTE $5 

805079 IP MORGAN CHASE ELT HEE LELA .. ($123) 

834092 M&T BANK ELT PHEAA LOAN TRUST I ($192) $0 

833934 ZIONS BANK ELT NELNET TRUST ($254) $0 

804959 CLS-NATIONAL CITY BANK KENTUCKY ($727) $0 

825600 NEW lERSEY HIGHER EDUCA ASST AUTH ($2,121) 
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2005 9.5 SAP SUMMARY— Continued 


Tax Exempt Loans 


Lender 



Special Allowance 
Payments 

Ending Principal 
Balance 

834170 

BANK OF NY ELT EDSOUTH 


($3,374) 

$0 

833659 

US BANK ELT THEA INC 


($6,148) 


833495 

ZIONS ELT EMT CORP 


($654,253) 

$0 

833617 

US BANK ELT EFSI 


($830,817) 



Total 


$911,222,291 

$15,443,268,122 

2004 9.5 SAP SUMMARY 

Tax Exempt Loans 


Special Allowance 
Payments 


Ending Principal 
Balance 


833500 WELLS FARGO ELT NELNET ED LOAN FUND 

828924 AES/PHEAA 

833691 NELLIE MAE JPMORGAN CHASE ELT 

833948 BANK OF NY ELT EDSOUTH 

826688 KENTUCKY HIGHER ED STUDENT LOAN COR 
830075 VSAC EDUCATION LOAN EINANCE PROGRAM 

831008 STUDENT LOAN FUNDING US BANK ELT 

827825 IOWA STUDENT LOAN LIQUIDITY CORP 

830630 SOUTHWEST STUDENT SERV TRUST WFB EL 
820164 UNION BK CA ELT CHELA FUND I (TEFFC) .. 

832095 WELLS FARGO ELT PANHANDLE PLAINS 

825585 MICHIGAN HIGHER EDUCATION STUD LOAN 

834097 WELLS FARGO ELT NTHEA INC 

828863 MISSOURI HIGHER EDUCATION LOAN AUTH 

833806 US BANK ELT BHEA 

820163 UNION BANK BA ELT CHELA FUND II (TE) ... 
826717 UTAH STATE BOARD OF REGENTS .... 

829769 UTAH STATE BOARD OF REGENTS .... 

899980 INDIANA SEGONDARY MARKET 

827866 COLLEGEINVEST 

831692 STUDENT LOAN FUNDING US BANK ELT 

833455 ZIONS FNB ELT NMEAF 

833016 SC STUDENT LOAN-93 RES (SL03) 

830631 STUDENT LOAN FUNDING US BANK ELT 

833405 US BANK ELT ED LOANS INC 

833211 BANK OF NY ELT GTHEA 

826509 ARKANSAS STUDENT LOAN AUTHORITY 

826351 ILL DESIGNATED ACGOUNT PURCHASE PR .. 

826764 INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 

831245 SOUTHWEST STUDENT SRV TRUST WFB ELT 

831299 STUDENT LOAN FUNDING US BANK ELT 

830344 WELLS FARGO ELT MHESAC 

822717 NEW MEXIGO EDUG ASST FOUNDATION 

832934 BANK OF NY ELT GTHEA (93AB) 

808780 FIFTH THIRD ELT SLER MD 10907A 

821628 UNION BANK GA ELT CHELA FUND I (TEF) .. 

832919 BANK OF NY ELT ALL STUDENT LOAN COR . 

821666 WELLS FARGO ELT FOR SLAAA 

828868 TRUSTMARK BANK ELT MHEAG 

833088 BANK ONE NA TRUSTEE FOR NTHEA 

833017 S C STUDENT LLR 

828577 RHODE ISLAND STUDENT LOAN AUTHORITY 

833264 WELLS FARGO ELT STHEA INC 

827283 WYOMING STUDENT LOAN CORPORATION .... 

833741 WELLS FARGO ELT CTSLC LLC 

821623 UNION BANK CA ELT CHELA FUND I (TEF) .. 
834023 MISSOURI HIGHER EDUCATION LOAN AUTH 
828476 UTAH STATE BOARD OF REGENTS 


$165,964,491 

$94,245,479 

$58,945,506 

$43,963,416 

$41,119,877 

$32,826,782 

$31,037,558 

$30,830,826 

$29,684,151 

$26,896,311 

$22,516,965 

$21,164,723 

$18,031,831 

$16,651,011 

$13,898,231 

$11,262,397 

$11,121,882 

$10,717,805 

$10,700,910 

$10,679,367 

$10,466,391 

$10,328,327 

$9,097,091 

$8,719,417 

$8,253,708 

$7,361,585 

$7,044,031 

$6,985,563 

$6,596,849 

$5,934,696 

$5,719,413 

$5,301,677 

$4,999,746 

$4,977,023 

$4,939,979 

$4,436,641 

$4,434,016 

$4,204,932 

$3,929,426 

$3,899,945 

$3,353,552 

$3,329,379 

$3,063,498 

$2,897,287 

$2,883,579 

$2,596,843 

$2,490,650 

$2,469,654 


$3,339,192,122 

$2,311,383,351 

$366,796,730 

$797,497,368 

$1,070,239,627 

$740,944,702 

$475,709,505 

$683,631,789 

$550,761,841 

$504,522,280 

$514,752,201 

$489,247,950 

$509,801,570 

$317,323,001 

$517,184,628 

$215,890,951 

$244,121,663 

$204,570,100 

$271,214,078 

$254,431,325 

$166,146,221 


$201,738,488 

$142,499,296 

$169,965,769 

$164,006,075 

$182,739,742 

$117,024,701 

$103,371,995 

$190,947,186 

$93,090,614 

$114,205,552 

$323,123,068 

$86,411,002 

$75,846,587 

$82,972,203 

$77,916,222 

$69,862,785 

$87,712,640 


$56,735,313 

$95,024,933 

$69,366,228 

$70,928,544 

$66,312,905 

$45,241,468 

$117,047,788 

$52,740,015 
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2004 9.5 SAP SUMMARY— Continued 

Tax Exempt Loans 

Special Allowance Ending Principal 


Payments Balance 

829691 ZIONS BANK ELT SLFA-WA INC $2,372,818 $41,300,532 

825659 OKLAHOMA STUDENT LOAN AUTHORITY $2,173,014 $35,716,015 

813285 UNION BK CA ELT CHELA FUND I (TEFFC) $2,061,163 $41,199,973 

834099 UNION BANK CA ELT CHELA EUND I (TEF) $1,901,702 $70,847,326 

833347 BANK OF NY ELT PANHANDLE PLAINS HEA $1,880,185 $32,971,477 

831387 BANK OF MISSISSIPPI ELT MHEAC $1,643,182 $27,783,192 

832339 BANK OF NY ELT GTHEA (92AB) $1,623,020 $33,822,916 

812089 TEXAS HIGHER EDUCATION COORD BOARD $1,544,534 $29,772,965 

831640 STUDENT LOAN EUNDING US BANK ELT $1,430,866 $22,186,105 

826966 ALASKA (ACPE) $1,428,616 $31,348,683 

805178 BANK OF NY ELT HEE LELA .. $1,374,494 $33,308,294 

830351 SC STUDENT LOAN CORP (SL05) $1,300,524 $32,011,598 

830628 IDAPP $1,257,000 $39,944,500 

831593 IPMORGAN CHASE ELT GTSLC (96AB) $1,246,822 $16,390,928 

821614 UNION BANK CA ELT CHELA EUND I (TEF) $963,442 $14,727,917 

830248 UTAH STATE BOARD OE REGENTS/STNE $953,652 $22,537,458 

831300 MELMAC LLC ZIONS BANK ELT $929,420 $31,794,957 

833668 SC STUDENT LOAN CORP (LL05) $877,654 $12,686,042 

833617 US BANK ELT EFSI $834,516 $0 

834086 WELLS EARGO ELT BRAZOS HEA $804,451 $54,471,862 

807037 COLLEGE EOUNDATION INC $637,097 $11,596,990 

832776 IPMORGAN CHASE ELT SMS CORP— HI $562,109 $13,814,741 

831785 STUDENT LOAN EUNDING US BANK ELT $490,083 $7,437,095 

832765 WELLS EARGO BANK ELT NMEAF $470,140 

834096 BANCORPSOUTH ELT MHEAC $422,949 $17,455,990 

829189 ALABAMA HIGHER EDUCATION LOAN CORP $413,647 $7,026,190 

805079 IP MORGAN CHASE ELT HEE LELA $267,789 $5,134 

823817 IPMORGAN CHASE ELT BRAZOS HEA $219,454 $0 

827116 SLE OE IDAHO MARKETING ASSN INC $198,544 $5,087,693 

828875 COLLEGEINVEST $159,206 $2,152,006 

834095 TRUSTMARK ELT MHEAC $137,782 $10,896,666 

833174 BANK OF NY ELT ALL STUDENT LOAN COR $73,994 $2,149,982 

829064 SOUTHWEST STUDENT SERV TRUST WFB EL $68,553 $1,327,959 

831453 US BANK ELT EDAMERICA $54,509 $5,109 

833495 ZIONS ELT EMT CORP $17,408 $0 

828200 M H E S A C $15,674 $1,388,099 

829988 NELLIE MAE IPMORGAN CHASE ELT $4,933 $68,418 

824573 ZIONS BANK ELT EFS FINANCE CO $4,653 

808717 IPMORGAN CHASE NA ELT BRAZOS HEA IN $3,985 $0 

804959 CLS-NATIONAL CITY BANK KENTUCKY $2,605 $11,337 

831119 MO HIGHER ED LOAN AUTHORITY $994 $14,332 

832057 IPMORGAN CHASE ELT GTSLC $445 $30,977 

806466 STATE BANK OF FAIRMONT $41 

818119 FARMERS & MERCHANTS STATE BANK $9 

832775 IP MORGANCHASE ELT USA GROUP SMS $2 

821347 OREGONIANS CU ($11) 

823990 FAMILY CREDIT UNION ($30) 

833078 US BANK ELT BSFC ($66) 

813020 MELLON BANK MARYLAND REGION ($117) 

828384 THE FIRST NATIONAL BANK/BALLINGER ($123) 

809747 MELLON BANK NA (WESTERN REGION) ($140) 

828737 COUNTYWIDE FEDERAL CREDIT UNION ($156) 

822239 COMPASS BANK ($228) 

804091 IOWA FALLS STATE BANK ($235) 

805149 BANK OF NY ELT HEE LELA ($258) $0 

828729 CENTRAL MICHIGAN COMMUNITY FED CR U ($338) 

828148 UNIVERSITY FEDERAL CREDIT UNION ($512) $0 

833295 TAIWANESE AMERICAN ECU ($719) 

834092 M&T BANK ELT PHEAA LOAN TRUST I ($801) $0 

827291 PEOPLES BANK AND TRUST COMPANY ($927) 

831783 COMMUNITY CHOICE CREDIT UNION ($1,780) 

825600 NEW lERSEY HIGHER EDUCA ASST AUTH ($2,165) $0 
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2004 9.5 SAP SUMMARY— Continued 



Tax Exempt Loans 

Lender 


Special Allowance 
Payments 

Ending Principal 
Balance 

833659 

831651 

817717 

834047 

us BANK ELT THEA INC 

EIRST NATIONAL BANK OF COWETA 

BRIDGETON ONIZED ECU 

UNIVERSITY OF NORTHERN COLORADO 

($2,187) 

($2,664) 

($3,658) 

($4,473) 

($4,907) 

($10,799) 

($35,323) 

$0 

804655 

827952 

804134 

GREENSBURG STATE BANK 

EXCHANGE STATE BANK 

UNITED METHOD MINISTERS' CU 



Total 

$885,729,480 

$18,107,485,580 

2003 9.5 SAP SUMMARY 

Tax Exempt Loans 


Special Allowance 
Payments 


Ending Principal 
Balance 


833691 

NELLIE MAE JPMORGAN CHASE ELT 

$78,675,283 

$1,178,697,172 

828924 

AES/PHEAA 

$60,831,265 

$1,474,903,695 

833500 

WELLS EARGO ELT NELNET ED LOAN EUND 

$38,362,110 

$1,713,168,009 

831008 

STUDENT LOAN EUNDING US BANK ELT 

$32,625,958 

$613,901,913 

831453 

US BANK ELT EDAMERICA 

$27,910,960 

$2,818,796 

820164 

UNION BK CA ELT CHELA FUND 1 (TEFFC) 

$27,340,787 

$579,720,816 

827825 

IOWA STUDENT LOAN LIQUIDITY CORP 

$18,218,039 

$371,770,704 

830075 

VSAC EDUCATION LOAN FINANCE PROGRAM 

$16,674,557 

$376,722,853 

825585 

MIGHIGAN HIGHER EDUCATION STUD LOAN 

$16,297,070 

$433,979,096 

828863 

MISSOURI HIGHER EDUCATION LOAN AUTH 

$16,115,479 

$343,105,897 

820163 

UNION BANK CA ELT CHELA EUND II (TE) 

$14,667,627 

$279,486,256 

833088 

BANK ONE NA TRUSTEE EOR NTHEA 

$14,565,432 

$523,844,323 

830630 

SOUTHWEST STUDENT SERV TRUST WFB EL 

$13,606,742 

$443,675,943 

833948 

BANK OF NY ELT EDSOUTH 

$12,409,428 

$731,856,034 

833455 

ZIONS ENB ELT NMEAE 

$11,937,524 

$264,347,556 

832095 

WELLS EARGO ELT PANHANDLE PLAINS 

$10,728,192 

$324,372,129 

831692 

STUDENT LOAN EUNDING US BANK ELT 

$9,838,752 

$168,001,806 

899980 

INDIANA SEGONDARY MARKET 

$9,263,013 

$197,918,837 

829769 

UTAH STATE BOARD OE REGENTS .... 

$8,544,200 

$169,792,082 

830631 

STUDENT LOAN EUNDING US BANK ELT 

$8,318,284 

$139,643,822 

827866 

COLLEGEINVEST 

$8,091,712 

$208,334,230 

826351 

ILL DESIGNATED ACCOUNT PURCHASE PR 

$7,899,572 

$140,511,889 

826717 

UTAH STATE BOARD OE REGENTS 

$7,861,983 

$229,995,733 

833016 

SC STUDENT LOAN-93 RES (SL03) 

$6,764,299 

$68,108,896 

833211 

BANK OF NY ELT GTHEA 

$6,465,973 

$163,391,061 

823817 

IPMORGAN CHASE ELT BRAZOS HEA 

$5,883,464 

$136,411,025 

821628 

UNION BANK CA ELT CHELA EUND 1 (TEF) 

$5,408,653 

$112,302,037 

831299 

STUDENT LOAN EUNDING US BANK ELT 

$5,089,830 

$89,305,736 

826688 

KENTUCKY HIGHER ED STUDENT LOAN COR 

$5,073,105 

$136,312,611 

826764 

INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 

$4,499,494 

$104,907,072 

808717 

IPMORGAN CHASE NA ELT BRAZOS HEA IN 

$4,310,059 

$35,280,976 

821666 

WELLS EARGO ELT EOR SLAAA 

$4,284,619 

$68,465,008 

808780 

EIFTH THIRD ELT SLFR MD 10907A 

$4,173,252 

$65,719,217 

830344 

WELLS EARGO ELT MHESAC 

$4,024,835 

$108,386,740 

832934 

BANK OF NY ELT GTHEA (93AB) 

$3,860,891 

$84,468,523 

821623 

UNION BANK CA ELT CHELA EUND 1 (TEF) 

$3,235,656 

$61,249,458 

833405 

US BANK ELT ED LOANS INC 

$3,173,883 

$67,452,344 

832919 

BANK OF NY ELT ALL STUDENT LOAN COR 

$3,122,903 

$60,589,875 

831387 

BANK OF MISSISSIPPI ELT MHEAC 

$2,692,150 

$63,307,248 

833017 

S C STUDENT LLR 

$2,532,399 

$35,626,528 

828868 

TRUSTMARK BANK ELT MHEAC 

$2,419,052 

$77,484,091 

828577 

RHODE ISLAND STUDENT LOAN AUTHORITY 

$2,400,484 

$73,583,427 

833741 

WELLS EARGO ELT CTSLC LLC 

$2,297,619 

$58,158,647 

829691 

ZIONS BANK ELT SLFA-WA ING 

$2,119,020 

$49,083,113 

813285 

UNION BK CA ELT CHELA FUND 1 (TEFFC) 

$1,923,004 

$48,685,608 
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2003 9.5 SAP SUMMARY— Continued 


Tax Exempt Loans 


Lender 


Special Allowance 
Payments 

Ending Principal 
Balance 

826509 

ARKANSAS STUDENT LOAN AUTHORITY 

$1,921,244 

$74,211,364 

812089 

TEXAS HIGHER EDUCATION COORD BOARD 

$1,893,581 

$36,523,386 

825659 

OKLAHOMA STUDENT LOAN AUTHORITY 

$1,822,052 

$38,174,126 

833347 

BANK OF NY ELT PANHANDLE PLAINS HEA 

$1,791,907 

$28,743,753 

833266 

BANK ONE ELT STHEA 

$1,773,145 

$47,586,033 

831640 

STUDENT LOAN EUNDING US BANK ELT 

$1,547,340 

$22,660,287 

805178 

BANK OF NY ELT HEE LELA 

$1,518,773 

$40,763,210 

831245 

SOUTHWEST STUDENT SRV TRUST WFB ELT 

$1,314,890 

$43,422,371 

821614 

UNION BANK CA ELT CHELA EUND 1 (TEF) 

$1,300,545 

$19,643,252 

830628 

IDAPP 

$1,286,647 

$41,433,204 

832339 

BANK OF NY ELT GTHEA (92AB) 

$1,285,713 

$29,806,824 

822717 

NEW MEXICO EDUC ASST FOUNDATION 

$1,151,503 

$28,272,251 

832765 

WELLS EARGO BANK ELT NMEAF 

$999,725 

$21,491,750 

834023 

MISSOURI HIGHER EDUCATION LOAN AUTH 

$970,155 

$129,784,496 

807037 

COLLEGE EOUNDATION INC 

$754,079 

$14,997,434 

833806 

US BANK ELT BHEA 

$693,925 

$26,587,035 

831593 

IPMORGAN CHASE ELT GTSLC (96AB) 

$689,561 

$13,148,045 

830248 

UTAH STATE BOARD OE REGENTS/STNE 

$629,224 

$14,979,018 

831785 

STUDENT LOAN EUNDING US BANK ELT 

$558,738 

$7,596,011 

826966 

ALASKA (ACRE) 

$478,661 

$14,306,569 

832776 

IPMORGAN CHASE ELT SMS CORP— HI 

$432,781 

$13,059,569 

827116 

SLE OE IDAHO MARKETING ASSN INC 

$310,113 

$8,096,832 

830351 

SC STUDENT LOAN CORP (SL05) 

$259,730 

$33,562,244 

828476 

UTAH STATE BOARD OE REGENTS .... 

$171,218 

$11,966,285 

829064 

SOUTHWEST STUDENT SERV TRUST WFB EL 

$106,879 

$2,323,599 

833174 

BANK OF NY ELT ALL STUDENT LOAN COR 

$101,738 

$2,728,290 

828875 

COLLEGEINVEST 

$94,662 

$2,810,561 

833668 

SC STUDENT LOAN CORP (LL05) 

$88,623 

$14,116,397 

805079 

IP MORGAN CHASE ELT HEE LELA 

$82,899 

$1,459,695 

831119 

MO HIGHER ED LOAN AUTHORITY 

$65,524 

$51,478 

828200 

M H E S A C 

$24,735 

$2,047,943 

804134 

UNITED METHOD MINISTERS’ CU 

$24,050 

$493,504 

832260 

WELLS FARGO ELT MHESAC 

$8,280 . 


829988 

NELLIE MAE IPMORGAN CHASE ELT . 

$6,469 

$87,443 

827952 

EXCHANGE STATE BANK 

$4,925 

$55,617 

804655 

GREENSBURG STATE BANK 

$4,907 

$119,397 

834047 

UNIVERSITY OE NORTHERN COLORADO 

$4,556 

$756,092 

817717 

BRIDGETON ONIZED FCU 

$2,270 . 


831651 

EIRST NATIONAL BANK OF COWETA 

$2,066 

$29,014 

817380 

TVA CU 

$1,848 


819907 

JP MORGAN CHASE ELT TTEE LELA 

$1,841 


804959 

CLS-NATIONAL CITY BANK KENTUCKY 

$1,201 

$26,102 

804071 

HARTWICK STATE BANK 

$1,132 


833295 

TAIWANESE AMERICAN ECU 

$839 

$15,843 

832057 

IPMORGAN CHASE ELT GTSLC 

$826 

$35,060 

827291 

PEOPLES BANK AND TRUST COMPANY 

$498 

$11,009 

830427 

IP MORGAN CHASE ELT HEE LELA .. 

$313 

$0 

828729 

CENTRAL MICHIGAN COMMUNITY EED CR U 

$262 

$11,279 

806466 

STATE BANK OF FAIRMONT 

$232 

$10,005 

828737 

COUNTYWIDE EEDERAL CREDIT UNION 

$176 

$7,463 

828384 

THE FIRST NATIONAL BANK/BALLINGER 

$123 

$4,175 

831455 

STUDENT LOAN FUNDING US BANK ELT 

$67 . 


815678 

US BANK NA 

$63 . 


808524 

CITY BANK & TRUST CO 

$20 . 


821347 

OREGONIANS CU 

$11 


833193 

S C STUDENT LOAN-TAXABLE 

$10 

$814 

833307 

S C STUDENT LOAN TAXABLE-LLR .... 

$6 

833934 

ZIONS BANK ELT NELNET TRUST 

$4 

$0 

805095 

EIRST NATIONAL BANK OF JEANERETTE 

$2 . 


833495 

ZIONS ELT EMT CORP 

$2 

$0 

808237 

EIRST NATIONAL BANK & TRUST COMPANY 

$0 

$37,252 

807743 

CITIBANK ELT STUDENT LOAN CORP 

($1) . 




94 


2003 9.5 SAP SUMMARY— Continued 




Tax Exempt Loans 

Lender 


Special Allowance 
Payments 

Ending Principal 
Balance 

831056 

829486 

824821 

828949 

824573 

828947 

WELLS FARGO ELT PANHANDLE PLAINS SL 

ESF/TRUSTMARK NATIONAL BANK 

UNIVERSITY OF DENVER 

CBW SCHOOLS FEDERAL CREDIT UNION 

ZIONS BANK ELT EES EINANCE CO 

WYSE FEDERAL CREDIT UNION 

($44) 

($45) 

($59) 

($355) 

($368) 

($713) 

($2,894) 

($4,173) 

($6,465) 

($12,755) 

($56,392) 

($79,084) 

($518,861) 

($867,884) 

($1,282,246) 

($2,788,259) 

($11,534,867) 

$0 

825600 

805149 

NEW JERSEY HIGHER EDUCA ASST AUTH 

BANK OF NY ELT TTEE LELA 

$0 

$0 

$624,081 

$0 

822648 

822239 

MICHIGAN RURAL REHABILITATION CORPO 

COMPASS BANK 

826651 

UNIVERSITY OF MIAMI 

831821 

829189 

827283 

WELLS FARGO ELT PANHANDLE PLAINS 

ALABAMA HIGHER EDUCATION LOAN CORP 

WYOMING STUDENT LOAN CORPORATION 

$11,175,694 

$71,440,289 

833816 

US BANK ELT OHIO CENTRIC 

831300 

832994 

MELMAC LLC ZIONS BANK ELT 

NEW HAMPSHIRE HIGHER ED LOAN CORP 

$38,121,088 


Total 

$565,570,456 

$13,588,263,365 

2002 9.5 SAP SUMMARY 



Tax Exempt Loans 

Lender 


Special Allowance 
Payments 

Ending Principal 
Balance 


833691 NELLIE MAE JPMORGAN CHASE ELT 

828924 AES/PHEAA 

831453 US BANK ELT EDAMERICA 

831008 STUDENT LOAN FUNDING US BANK ELT 

825585 MICHIGAN HIGHER EDUCATION STUD LOAN 
833500 WELLS FARGO ELT NELNET ED LOAN FUND 
820164 UNION BK CA ELT CHELA EUND I (TEFFC) .. 

827825 IOWA STUDENT LOAN LIQUIDITY CORP 

828863 MISSOURI HIGHER EDUCATION LOAN AUTH 
830075 VSAC EDUCATION LOAN EINANCE PROGRAM 
830630 SOUTHWEST STUDENT SERV TRUST WEB EL 

833088 BANK ONE NA TRUSTEE FOR NTHEA 

829769 UTAH STATE BOARD OF REGENTS 

831692 STUDENT LOAN FUNDING US BANK ELT 

826351 ILL DESIGNATED ACCOUNT PURCHASE PR ... 
832994 NEW HAMPSHIRE HIGHER ED LOAN CORP .... 

820163 UNION BANK CA ELT CHELA FUND II (TE) 

827866 COLLEGEINVEST 

830631 STUDENT LOAN FUNDING US BANK ELT 

899980 INDIANA SECONDARY MARKET 

833016 SC STUDENT LOAN-93 RES (SL03) 

833455 ZIONS FNB ELT NMEAF 

823817 IPMORGAN CHASE ELT BRAZOS HEA 

826688 KENTUCKY HIGHER ED STUDENT LOAN COR 

832095 WELLS FARGO ELT PANHANDLE PLAINS 

833211 BANK OE NY ELT GTHEA 

826717 UTAH STATE BOARD OF REGENTS 

831299 STUDENT LOAN FUNDING US BANK ELT 

829691 ZIONS BANK ELT SLEA-WA INC 

808717 IPMORGAN CHASE NA ELT BRAZOS HEA IN 
813285 UNION BK CA ELT CHELA EUND I (TEFFC) .. 
821628 UNION BANK CA ELT CHELA FUND I (TEF) .. 

830344 WELLS FARGO ELT MHESAC 

821666 WELLS FARGO ELT FOR SLAAA 

832934 BANK OF NY ELT GTHEA (93AB) 


$81,667,972 

$1,199,720,541 

$28,291,028 

$1,189,679,093 

$23,565,189 

$765,567,958 

$19,912,337 

$663,041,437 

$14,112,086 

$497,383,781 

$13,309,163 

$376,465,236 

$13,234,653 

$543,758,155 

$12,547,774 

$373,788,651 

$12,040,378 

$416,594,983 

$11,528,341 

$393,420,365 

$9,723,594 

$321,041,286 

$9,247,952 

$366,431,965 

$6,955,446 

$192,781,410 

$6,935,880 

$164,342,909 

$6,822,046 

$183,033,936 

$6,618,184 

$209,999,546 

$6,411,766 

$383,002,395 

$6,293,324 

$217,655,698 

$6,253,642 

$141,191,180 

$6,200,874 

$199,779,668 

$6,107,365 

$182,447,646 

$5,776,014 

$160,797,721 

$4,738,633 

$155,255,245 

$4,374,446 

$143,543,273 

$4,333,056 

$157,025,862 

$4,332,264 

$158,999,495 

$4,272,288 

$147,798,283 

$3,450,165 

$76,792,814 

$3,315,020 

$39,390,913 

$2,921,723 

$99,166,652 

$2,894,412 

$62,704,364 

$2,870,920 

$143,926,230 

$2,768,850 

$95,909,968 

$2,742,329 

$72,532,145 

$2,601,631 

$84,339,893 
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2002 9.5 SAP SUMMARY— Continued 


Tax Exempt Loans 


Lender 


Special Allowance 
Payments 

Ending Principal 
Balance 

831387 

BANK OF MISSISSIPPI ELT MHEAC 

$2,509,386 

$86,137,540 

832339 

BANK OE NY ELT GTHEA (92AB) 

$2,359,482 

$28,688,240 

833741 

WELLS FARGO ELT CTSLC LLC 

$2,214,351 

$72,080,828 

808780 

FIETH THIRD ELT SLER MD 10907A 

$2,127,984 

$80,246,304 

828577 

RHODE ISLAND STUDENT LOAN AUTHORITY 

$2,048,687 

$79,105,290 

821614 

UNION BANK CA ELT CHELA FUND 1 (TEF) 

$1,995,256 

$35,743,670 

812089 

TEXAS HIGHER EDUCATION COORD BOARD 

$1,955,774 

$56,616,863 

827283 

WYOMING STUDENT LOAN CORPORATION 

$1,923,118 

$68,447,523 

826764 

INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 

$1,879,127 

$84,503,279 

831300 

MELMAC LLC ZIONS BANK ELI 

$1,877,687 

$118,301,571 

833405 

US BANK ELT ED LOANS INC . 

$1,845,806 

$47,947,511 

822717 

NEW MEXICO EDUC ASST EOUNDATION 

$1,774,217 

$39,853,643 

832919 

BANK OE NY ELT ALL STUDENT LOAN COR 

$1,768,789 

$47,272,316 

828868 

TRUSTMARK BANK ELT MHEAC 

$1,482,907 

$66,450,618 

832765 

WELLS FARGO BANK ELT NMEAE 

$1,407,549 

$44,862,141 

825659 

OKLAHOMA STUDENT LOAN AUTHORITY 

$1,327,184 

$35,151,913 

821623 

UNION BANK CA ELT CHELA FUND 1 (TEF) 

$1,311,898 

$82,866,729 

831640 

STUDENT LOAN FUNDING US BANK ELT 

$1,165,453 

$26,946,686 

830628 

IDAPP 

$1,098,471 

$50,103,526 

833017 

S C STUDENT LLR 

$1,088,009 

$37,743,174 

826509 

ARKANSAS STUDENT LOAN AUTHORITY 

$1,052,635 

$50,377,767 

833816 

US BANK ELT OHIO CENTRIC 

$1,047,493 

$25,234,323 

833266 

BANK ONE ELT STHEA 

$1,037,952 

$47,707,530 

829189 

ALABAMA HIGHER EDUCATION LOAN CORP 

$937,782 

$17,687,180 

833347 

BANK OE NY ELT PANHANDLE PLAINS HEA 

$767,074 

$33,578,370 

830427 

IP MORGAN CHASE ELT HEE LELA 

$693,388 

$5,804 

805178 

BANK OE NY ELT HEE LELA 

$692,530 

$48,737,387 

807037 

COLLEGE FOUNDATION INC 

$641,218 

$19,385,396 

833806 

US BANK ELT BHEA 

$641,176 

$27,940,728 

830248 

UTAH STATE BOARD OF REGENTS/STNF 

$552,491 

$20,474,252 

831593 

IPMORGAN CHASE ELT GTSLC (96AB) 

$495,021 

$12,387,403 

830351 

SC STUDENT LOAN CORP (SL05) 

$488,147 

$87,161,063 

827116 

SLF OF IDAHO MARKETING ASSN INC 

$359,109 

$12,985,555 

831245 

SOUTHWEST STUDENT SRV TRUST WEB ELT 

$353,450 

$14,560,598 

831785 

STUDENT LOAN FUNDING US BANK ELT 

$340,856 

$10,200,575 

832776 

IPMORGAN CHASE ELT SMS CORP— HI 

$265,016 

$12,932,655 

805149 

BANK OE NY ELT HEE LELA 

$215,634 

$36,009 

833668 

SC STUDENT LOAN CORP (LL05) 

$186,227 

$0 

831119 

MO HIGHER ED LOAN AUTHORITY 

$110,230 

$2,105,226 

829064 

SOUTHWEST STUDENT SERV TRUST WEB EL 

$104,709 

$3,753,045 

833174 

BANK OE NY ELT ALL STUDENT LOAN COR 

$102,152 

$3,835,306 

832260 

WELLS FARGO ELT MHESAC 

$94,734 

$8,379,925 

819907 

IP MORGAN CHASE ELT HEE LELA 

$87,619 

$2,408,569 

805079 

IP MORGAN CHASE ELT HEE LELA 

$77,102 

$2,028,243 

826651 

UNIVERSITY OF MIAMI 

$56,392 

$2,749,696 

828875 

COLLEGEINVEST 

$10,690 

$130,472 

826966 

ALASKA (ACPE) 

$10,628 

$2,500,988 

804134 

UNITED METHOD MINISTERS' CU 

$8,380 

$779,857 

827952 

EXCHANGE STATE BANK 

$5,874 

$167,485 

817380 

TVA CU 

$2,545 

$63,742 

822648 

MICHIGAN RURAL REHABILITATION CORPO 

$2,506 

$50,275 

828200 

MHESAC 

$2,379 

$178,199 

817717 

BRIDGETON ONIZED FCU 

$1,021 

$85,886 

832057 

JPMORGAN CHASE ELT GTSLC 

$705 

$42,512 

831455 

STUDENT LOAN FUNDING US BANK ELT 

$507 

$10,500 

831651 

FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF COWETA 

$503 

$48,753 

831419 

CHASE TEXAS AS TRUSTEE FOR BHEA 

$294 


827291 

PEOPLES BANK AND TRUST COMPANY 

$277 

$12,902 

829561 

B & V CREDIT UNION 

$229 


830308 

NELLIE MAE JPMORGAN CHASE ELT . 

$178 


833295 

TAIWANESE AMERICAN FCU 

$106 

$8,124 

806466 

STATE BANK OE EAIRMONT 

$80 

$14,200 
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2002 9.5 SAP SUMMARY— Continued 




Tax Exempt Loans 

Lender 


Special Allowance 

Ending Principal 



Payments 

Balance 

828729 

CENTRAL MICHIGAN COMMUNITY FED CR U 

$77 

$12,679 

829076 

NELLIE MAE JPMORGAN CHASE ELT 

$53 


822991 

MONROE TELCO FEDERAL CREDIT UNION 

$20 


831819 

JP MORGAN CHASE ELT TTEE LELA 

$6 


832775 

IP MORGANCHASE ELT USA GROUP SMS 

$5 

$0 

833702 

ZIONS ELT NELNET II 

$1 

$0 

808036 

M & T BANK EDUCATIONAL LENDING 

($0) . 


831484 

UNION BANK & TRUST— IHELP 

($7) 

$0 

824573 

ZIONS BANK ELT EES EINANCE CO ... 

($57) 

$0 

825600 

NEW lERSEY HIGHER EDUCA ASST AUTH 

($1,324) 

$0 

822318 

CABOT & NOI EMPLOYEES CREDIT UNION 

($1,482) . 


833575 

EDUCATION SERVICES FOUNDATION . 

($1,913) . 


833789 

ZIONS ELT STUDENT LN TIN ASSOC INC 

($38,903) . 


829988 

NELLIE MAE JPMORGAN CHASE ELT . 

($230,280) 

$150,078 

833207 

STUDENT LOAN FUNDING US BANK ELT 

($253,731) . 


829626 

STUDENT LOAN FUNDING US BANK ELT 

($751,211) 

$0 

811077 

ZIONS FIRST NATIONAL BANK FOR CHELA 

($1,592,433) 

$0 


Total 

$402,907,734 

$12,239,289,319 

2001 9.5 SAP SUMMARY 



Tax Exempt Loans 

Lender 


Special Allowance 

Ending Principal 



Payments 

Balance 

833691 

NELLIE MAE JPMORGAN CHASE ELT 

$53,524,019 

$2,387,488,335 

828924 

AES/PHEAA 

$12,793,896 

$883,732,849 

831453 

US BANK ELT EDAMERICA 

$10,124,992 

$604,533,520 

820164 

UNION BK CA ELT CHELA EUND 1 (TEFFC) .. 

$9,827,596 

$686,781,785 

833500 

WELLS FARGO ELT NELNET ED LOAN FUND 

$6,535,159 

$392,997,065 

825585 

MICHIGAN HIGHER EDUCATION STUD LOAN 

$6,347,999 

$423,481,750 

828863 

MISSOURI HIGHER EDUCATION LOAN AUTH 

$6,314,979 

$430,156,562 

830075 

VSAC EDUCATION LOAN EINANCE PROGRAM 

$6,121,467 

$377,589,887 

827825 

IOWA STUDENT LOAN LIQUIDITY CORP 

$5,988,363 

$378,466,805 

833088 

BANK ONE NA TRUSTEE FOR NTHEA 

$5,796,546 

$400,878,120 

831008 

STUDENT LOAN FUNDING US BANK ELT 

$5,239,395 

$510,058,708 

830630 

SOUTHWEST STUDENT SERV TRUST WEB EL 

$5,009,769 

$309,829,380 

826351 

ILL DESIGNATED ACCOUNT PURCHASE PR 

$4,174,803 

$224,857,602 

831300 

MELMAC LLC ZIONS BANK ELT 

$4,162,222 

$402,406,577 

827866 

COLLEGEINVEST 

$3,380,096 

$219,952,005 

829769 

UTAH STATE BOARD OF REGENTS 

$3,112,834 

$203,785,301 

899980 

INDIANA SECONDARY MARKET 

$2,856,104 

$189,416,162 

823817 

JPMORGAN CHASE ELT BRAZOS HEA 

$2,700,075 

$179,705,241 

833016 

SC STUDENT LOAN-93 RES (SL03) ... 

$2,685,642 

$249,079,937 

833455 

ZIONS FNB ELT NMEAF 

$2,524,096 

$149,800,537 

832095 

WELLS FARGO ELT PANHANDLE PLAINS 

$2,396,021 

$171,596,119 

830631 

STUDENT LOAN FUNDING US BANK ELT 

$2,374,818 

$149,824,308 

832994 

NEW HAMPSHIRE HIGHER ED LOAN CORP 

$2,317,468 

$140,033,914 

831692 

STUDENT LOAN FUNDING US BANK ELT 

$2,235,889 

$149,938,212 

826717 

UTAH STATE BOARD OF REGENTS 

$2,155,198 

$131,670,508 

826688 

KENTUCKY HIGHER ED STUDENT LOAN COR 

$2,154,988 

$162,440,981 

833211 

BANK OE NY ELT GTHEA 

$2,101,807 

$151,622,974 

829691 

ZIONS BANK ELT SLEA-WA INC 

$2,063,603 

$149,325,958 

821614 

UNION BANK CA ELT CHELA FUND 1 (TEF) 

$1,920,994 

$99,911,567 

813285 

UNION BK CA ELT CHELA EUND 1 (TEFFC) 

$1,629,630 

$84,447,675 

832339 

BANK OF NY ELT GTHEA (92AB) 

$1,533,708 

$99,814,098 

831387 

BANK OE MISSISSIPPI ELT MHEAC .... 

$1,469,076 

$106,978,561 

831299 

STUDENT LOAN FUNDING US BANK ELT 

$1,356,174 

$100,243,926 

808717 

JPMORGAN CHASE NA ELT BRAZOS HEA IN 

$1,337,580 

$93,774,412 

812089 

TEXAS HIGHER EDUCATION COORD BOARD 

$1,280,057 

$88,429,490 
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2001 9.5 SAP SUMMARY— Continued 


Tax Exempt Loans 


Lender 


Special Allowance 
Payments 

Ending Principal 
Balance 

821666 

WELLS FARGO ELT FOR SLAAA 

$1,274,373 

$72,551,318 

822717 

NEW MEXICO EDUC ASST FOUNDATION 

$1,183,798 

$85,316,233 

828577 

RHODE ISLAND STUDENT LOAN AUTHORITY 

$1,179,089 

$80,993,495 

830344 

WELLS FARGO ELT MHESAC 

$1,121,260 

$95,672,803 

833405 

US BANK ELT ED LOANS INC 

$1,103,936 

$49,774,209 

827283 

WYOMING STUDENT LOAN CORPORATION 

$1,103,641 

$70,386,993 

832765 

WELLS FARGO BANK ELT NMEAF 

$882,179 

$58,623,647 

826764 

INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 

$870,802 

$58,332,770 

829626 

STUDENT LOAN FUNDING US BANK ELT 

$813,579 

$74,422,509 

833741 

WELLS FARGO ELT GTSLC LLC 

$764,872 

$65,820,003 

828868 

TRUSTMARK BANK ELT MHEAG 

$743,141 

$56,652,891 

811077 

ZIONS FIRST NATIONAL BANK FOR GHELA 

$713,868 

$41,371,174 

830628 

IDAPP 

$697,461 

$58,588,588 

832934 

BANK OF NY ELT GTHEA (93AB) 

$690,222 

$43,100,831 

832919 

BANK OF NY ELT ALL STUDENT LOAN COR 

$684,043 

$38,039,909 

829189 

ALABAMA HIGHER EDUCATION LOAN OORP 

$659,622 

$43,115,591 

825659 

OKLAHOMA STUDENT LOAN AUTHORITY 

$609,020 

$36,549,218 

833266 

BANK ONE ELT STHEA 

$569,571 

$47,154,675 

826509 

ARKANSAS STUDENT LOAN AUTHORITY 

$550,228 

$56,040,820 

831593 

JPMORGAN CHASE ELT GTSLC (96AB) 

$525,176 

$37,823,885 

833017 

S C STUDENT LLR 

$518,309 

$31,168,754 

831640 

STUDENT LOAN FUNDING US BANK ELT 

$452,623 

$26,241,986 

830427 

IP MORGAN CHASE ELT HEE LELA .. 

$440,670 

$33,132,107 

830248 

UTAH STATE BOARD OF REGENTS/STNF 

$433,816 

$36,148,666 

805178 

BANK OF NY ELT HEE LELA 

$400,247 

$22,781,127 

833816 

US BANK ELT OHIO CENTRIC 

$360,811 

$34,042,490 

807037 

COLLEGE FOUNDATION INC 

$349,386 

$23,722,293 

833806 

US BANK ELT BHEA 

$293,546 

$22,819,434 

833207 

STUDENT LOAN FUNDING US BANK ELT 

$255,185 


827116 

SLF OF IDAHO MARKETING ASSN INC 

$246,450 

$20,700,161 

829988 

NELLIE MAE JPMORGAN CHASE ELT 

$245,335 

$192,118 

805149 

BANK OF NY ELT HEE LELA 

$238,293 

$9,975,239 

832776 

JPMORGAN CHASE ELT SMS CORP— HI 

$237,370 

$19,902,582 

833403 

EDUCATION FUNDING ASSOCIATION, INC 

$158,623 

$0 

833174 

BANK OF NY ELT ALL STUDENT LOAN COR 

$134,621 

$5,068,945 

833347 

BANK OF NY ELT PANHANDLE PLAINS HEA 

$130,289 

$9,901,728 

833668 

SC STUDENT LOAN CORP (LL05) 

$122,875 

$13,033,208 

832260 

WELLS FARGO ELT MHESAC 

$107,605 

$12,240,521 

831119 

MO HIGHER ED LOAN AUTHORITY 

$101,081 

$6,345,508 

831785 

STUDENT LOAN FUNDING US BANK ELT 

$87,112 

$9,736,091 

829064 

SOUTHWEST STUDENT SERV TRUST WFB EL 

$70,190 

$5,767,364 

831419 

CHASE TEXAS AS TRUSTEE EOR BHEA 

$66,990 

$1,475,736 

819907 

JP MORGAN CHASE ELT HEE LELA 

$45,997 

$2,895,366 

833789 

ZIONS ELT STUDENT LN FIN ASSOC INC 

$41,040 

$3,493,355 

805079 

JP MORGAN CHASE ELT HEE LELA .. 

$38,090 

$2,422,919 

832640 

CHASE TEXAS AS TRUSTEE EOR BHEA 

$25,065 

$0 

822239 

COMPASS BANK 

$12,754 


821623 

UNION BANK CA ELT CHELA FUND 1 (TEF) 

$2,774 

$7,513 

833575 

EDUCATION SERVICES FOUNDATION . 

$1,913 

$158,685 

828200 

MHESAC 

$1,680 

$239,257 

822648 

MICHIGAN RURAL REHABILITATION CORPO 

$1,358 

$56,982 

817380 

TVA CU 

$1,311 

$77,335 

829561 

B & V CREDIT UNION 

$685 

$45,031 

833078 

US BANK ELT BSFC 

$545 

$0 

822318 

CABOT & NOI EMPLOYEES OREDIT UNION 

$520 

$21,120 

831455 

STUDENT LOAN FUNDING US BANK ELT 

$388 

$34,725 

832057 

JPMORGAN CHASE ELT GTSLC 

$330 

$72,680 

829076 

NELLIE MAE JPMORGAN CHASE ELT . 

$217 

$2,625 

832347 

BANK OF NY ELT GREATER TX ROUND 

$211 


822991 

MONROE TELCO FEDERAL CREDIT UNION 

$39 

$2,625 

831819 

JP MORGAN CHASE ELT HEE LELA 

$24 

$2,662 

827800 

CHASE TEXAS AS TRUSTEE EOR BHEA 

$16 
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2001 9.5 SAP SUMMARY— Continued 


Tax Exempt Loans 

Special Allowance Ending Principal 
Payments Balance 


833093 BANK OF NY ELT COLLEGEINVEST ($0) $0 

831245 SOUTHWEST STUDENT SRV TRUST WEB ELT ($17) $0 

830308 NELLIE MAE JPMORGAN CHASE ELT ($37) $3,401 

810742 CITIZENS STATE BANK ($71) 

829077 SOUTHWEST STUDENT SERV TRUST WFB EL ($325) 

825600 NEW lERSEY HIGHER EDUCA ASST AUTH ($645) $0 

Total $209,912,235 $13,009,314,732 
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825585 MICHIGAN HIGHER EDUGATION STUD LOAN $17,561,882 $412,663,043 $17,217,962 $1,123,591,445 $34,779,844 $1,536,254,488 
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^ ooooo^ oo^fo Osj rH.un<v5 

-H -H^giooo I— lOrn. O cr>rH.«a- 

o tooocT) oooooo oo cr>rH.r — 

CSJ- -fee- -fee- 


^ to urs 

rn. CNi un I— I 

eo oo 

crT oo o I— T 

oo o cr> cT) 

^ CNI CO CNI 

crT o ^a-- oo' 

CO — I O CO 

to oo uTS UTJ 


oo^oo^rH.ocsjootooO' — loocsjunrotoro^ooi— HCNiOfocsjtorH.cNj^ro'— 'o^ 
csji— ioor^ootooyjo^ur5^ur5rH.rH.rH.i— icNj^ursi— i^totrsroouootoo^founi— I 
csjcNitofotoo^tOi— irn.!— iuncsjrorH.ooi.r30irH.o^too^oocsjootour50^^to^to 
^rotOfooo^rH.too^cNitO'— '^rH.toi— 'ootooo^ootorH.^o^ur500fooO' — icsj 
un^OHHrH.ro^oooocsj— H^csj^rH.csitotoo^ur50ootocNjrH.rH.^csjur5i— I 
o^ooocsjoooooo^cNioounoototor^o^^Oun^i-Hursurjcsji-Hi— itocsjo^ooo^ 
oocsioocsjootoo^oooototoun^uor^^roootoo^oooyjroo^oo^oourjrH.ro'— I 
00rH.00f000f0rH.c^JOCNICsJCNIt00^0^Jf00sJCNICsJ00OrH.csJ000sJCN|I— I t— loo^ 
•&e- CO OOto-&^-&^-&^— I— l•&e■oo•&^■&^•&e■coool — ^rH.oo -fee- -fee- -fee- I— < O oo 

•6^ -fee- -fee- -fee- -fee- -fe^ 

•&❖ 


to^ootorH.rooofocsjunooioounoor^ooo— '^^ur5tofocsjcNjoocNjcNirH.ocsj 
touncsjo^csjro^^oorH.oototouno^i— i0^unrH.ro— H i— lotoi— itoeonHuno^i— <o^ 
unrotorH.tr>rH.oorH.o^tooooo^rH.tOfotoi-H— HununrH.tototoi-H^ooiununoo 
ununtoi-H^oooo^unCTiuncsjoooto^ootooyjcNio^o^urstorH^o^^cNjrounurjo^ 
ooto^oo^cNirH.tooorH.ootooOi-HrH.ooyji-Hoooooounur3ooooeoootor^^ooto 
^untoo^tOi-HO^unoooootooorH.csjoOi-HrH.^csjorH.^1— ii— i^oo^OfOi-H 


ofooyjunoouno^o^o^unurscsjtotoosjunoofo^csicsji— lOOOeoi-Htor^uTJtoto 
tofooooiosjoosjcNicsjurjursfoOyjcNiocNi^oocNiosjcNicsjcNicsjoooo^' — iroi— ii-h 
oo un CO oo oo to «a- rn. oo to r^. cnj un ^ 








csj^oofouni-HOcsjoorH.ootooocsjtofoosjoocsjoO'-HCsjofoOyjo^^oo^^i-Ha^ 

I— t O) to to csj o ^ i-H ^ pH. rn. r— i o to i— i ^ to to co o r~». cnj cn ^ to i— i 

I— icsjrH.^OrH.^to— H^i— irocsjrorH.ooooOt00^too^cocsj<v50^^rH«^O^to 
tofoOi-HcsjtorH.too^o^tooo^rH.toi-HO^ctj<v50^ootorH.^o^ei->rH.uorocsji— icsj 

rH.^tooocsj^OOoo^tO'-H^csj^oocsjrH.too^tOOootorH.i— ii-H^O^uOi-H 
OOtOtOO^CSIOOO^tO^OOOOtOtOrH.CSJoOO^t0^i— itOtOCSJOOO^OOCSJOOOOO^ 
tocsicsjo)oo^toCT)coooooo^to^tor^coo^otoo^oocsjroo^torH.^uo^roi-H 
csjrH.<v5Ctj— ictji — csjOi—i -fee- i-Htococsjro-Hi— icsjoooi — csjoocsji— ii— i r^. i— i oo ^ 

•&e- CO -fee- -fee- -s^ OOto-&^ •&^i-Hi-H.&<9-co-&e--&^-&e-cocorH.^i — oo -fee- -fee- I— I -&<5- o oo 

^ ^ 

•&❖ ^ 


to^^csji— irooofocsjtoor^ootoor^oi— i^^^totofocsjojcococsjcsjocsj 
couo<v5i— itorH.^^co^^o^toto •&‘9- 1— ii— irH.ooco^i— lOtOi-Hi-HO^^tocsji— lO^ 
rH.roooo^Oi-HOOrH.O^rH.oo^0^rH. rotorototOtorH.tototocNi^co0^csjtoro 

rH.r to" csj I— T I— I oo" oo" oi" to" csj" ^ co o" csj csj" to" csj" o^" to" to" rnT o o^ ro" to" to" oS" 

— HtootorH.-oorH.tooo^^tooOi-H ocsjtotooocotOtooooototootirH.^ooto 

ootocsjto^o^o^tococsjoor^oo csj^tOto^csjorH.^i— leooo^oicsjroi-H 

cofooocsji-Hroo^oio^foooototo tococsjooctjcsji— ioootoo^o^rH.fototo 

toroosjtotoooyjctjcsjto^^csjctj ctjtorH.<v5csjcsjctjcsjcsicsjtocNjtOi— itOi— ii— i 

-H CSJ I-H 4^ ^4^ ^ ^ 4^4^ 4^ CSJ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ CSJ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 


-HOCSjtOCTJtOOOOCTJOtOOO-HOCOtOCSJOOOOOOtOCOCOOOOOO 
CO ^ CO rn. t — I-H PH, CO o CSJ CO CO o -fee- ■&❖ -fee- -fee- to co co oo ^ -fe^ 

O OOOOtOCO CSIOCSJ •&‘9- to CSJ to O CSJ to 


oo tOi — Itooo COOCO 

I — ^i— ir — o I— itoto 

oo r-Htoo^oo tocoto 

oo CSJ I-H to oo to 

•&e- ^ I-H ^ ^ — H ^ 


I-H CO CSJ 
I-H -fee- 


to S to ^ 

CSJ^ CSJ^ oo 0 _ 

CO i-h" CO co" 

I-H 



coooOi-HrH.oocsjooototo 

tococsjtOO^torH.rH.csjrH.0^ 

OOOOtOCOOOOOOOCSj^O 

OOCOOtO^OOCOCOCOOOCSJ 

CSJi-HCOCSJCOCSJCOCOCOCSJCO 

COCOCOCOCOCOCOOOCOCOCO 


O-HCOCSJtOtOOO— I^^OO 
OOtOO^O^CsltOOO^O^Oi-H 
coOi-HOcsjoootocncocsj 
o^oco^^t — i-Hcr>csii-Hcsj 
0)OCOCOCOCSJCOCSJCOi-hO 
COCOCOCOOOCOCOCOOOCOCO 


00i-HCsj^O^rH.uO0^tOi-H 
r-Hcsjo^tO^rn.!— irH.csj 
ocncsjcotorH.1 — 

— HO^^OtOCSJCSICSJO^^ 
—lOCOCOCSJCSJCOCOCSICSJ 

COOOCOCOCOCOOOCOCOOO 


800097 REGIONS BANK $0 $16,076,023 $793,864,927 $16,076,023 $793,864,927 
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CT) OO OO CT) fO ' O 

CO to *=r o 

un csj ro to <£) I— I 

I— T to" csT •— T to" oo" >— T 

uTj fo to fo r~^ oi 

fo fo — TO a\ 

cNi TO to un to 

^ csi uo o TO to ^ 

un TO CSJ ^ TO CNI ^ 


^o^o^r~«cNir^»— i 0 ^unr~«.i — icsjTOTOr~~TOTOto— 'csjoo^TOO^a^ootoo^Oyjotocsjr~«.TO^^un 
— HtotrjT— ii— lO^^TOTOTOTO^oouocNicNjoo^Oyjuo^tor^too^o^unootO'— itor^o^ocsjo^'— 'O^ 
OTOO^r^TOO^Oi'—'O^^Otrs^TOO^r''.*— I— H^toosjuoo^TO'— 'TOtr 3 TO^r~~tr 5 ^tr 3 r~«.TO’— 'TOTO 
csj,_i^ur 50 TOTO' — iTOTOtO' — iTOO^TOO^csjtototntooyjo^^tr 3 or^o^ur 5 TOTO^cNioo^TOr~~tn^ 
too^r'^touoto'— '0^r^^csjTOTOTO^tr5TO^csjr^^^r^^oo^>— 'tr5o^r~~csjcsjr~~tootr3r^to 
r~^totr3CNitOTOcsj^TOtootocsjr~«.csjTOcsjuntr3»— icNirtOOitor~«.totor~«.ooyjr~«.oiTOr~«.unTOTOr^ 

un^^^cNi^cNicsio— 'csjtooO'— 'TOOO^r~~toooyjtoo^tno^o^o^o^o^toor^to^o^— Hr— 1^ 

—HCTjOuncNj*— lO^cTjtO '— 1 ^ I — I — cNir — to>— itoi — ^ to -fe^ ^ ^ ^ csj ^ ^ ^ un to to o ^ 

4^ TO o un I— I 4^ un TO TO 4^ un to 4^ ^ csj un — i ^ 4^ toto ^ ^ uncsj TOun 4^ -h csj 4^ 

4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ ^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^4^ 4^ 4^ 4^4^ 4^4^ 4^4^ 

4^ 449- 


TOto^un^^r-Hr^o^TOr~«.csjtncsjo^^»— lun^tor^tn^TO’— 'O^tOTO*— i^^TOOO^TOcsjo^o^o^ 
o^r~~ununTOcsjcsji— lo^T— iTOO^csj^TOOTOCsjo^^oo^'— itotocsjtnocsjtocsj^ocsjuno^TO 
^T— i^^TOCsjO'-Hunr~«.^TOtoo^o^unr^r~~TOTOtoto^csjO' — itoTOcsjTOO^toO'— 'TOO^or^ 
Ouno^unTOunotoTOuni— I— nr^r— ioo^TO^OunoTOTOTOunr^^TOr^TOTOtocsjTOTOr~~'— 
TOCsJcsyjtOr~«TOOOTOtO'— 'Or~~TOtOTOunTOTOTOr^TOOOir~~0^*— 'O^Or^OO^TOtO^'— 'r~~tOTO 
csyjuncsyjoo^o^csjOTOOr^oo^^TOOO^un^^r^— !•— iTOTOunocsjununr~~csjunTOTOtotnunTO 
tnuntn^^TO^^csjcsjocsj— lunr— I— lOOOOTOOOuno^^csjo^o^^TOTO r~~ r~~ 

OO— I— It— It— ICTJI— Hr— li— I— icr>i— I— l^i— Ir— 1^.— I— I— HOO— I— lun 4^ CSJ CSJ TO 4^ TO 4^ -fe^ 4^ -fe^ ^ 4^ 44i- ^ 

to -fee- -fee- -fee- -fee- TO -fei?- TO -fee- CSJ ^ ^ -6<5- -fee- -fei?- *=r -fee- -fei?- CSJ T— I CO Csj CSJ 

•&e- -fee- -fei?- -fe^ -fei?- -fee- 


TOO^O^r~«r^r^T— lO^uno^T— icsjtOTOr~~TOootO’— I*— 'OO^r^o^TOOOtor^csjotocsjr~«.TO^^un 
ototnT— I t— iTO^TOTOTOO^^oor^csjcsjoo^csjunotor^o^o^n~tOTOtountor^unocsjo^— HOI 
rH.coo^rH.1— lo^oiT— iO^TOOuncsjTOO^r~«.T— I— H^^csjuno^TOr^^tOTOTOrH.unTOi.nr~«.TO— HTOTO 
to*— i^unonHCOT— itotoOt— looo^TOO^csjtotounocsjo^totnoTO— HunTOTO^r^oo^TOrH.un^ 
ooo^CH.tountO'— ioirH.^csjTOTOTO^i.nTO^csjr~«.csj^r~«.unotOTOOuno 5 rH.csjr^rH.tooi.nr~«.to 
untotncsitotocsj^TOtOTOtocsjTOCsjoocsjuntnT— I t— I— HOTO totoo^r^^csjr^TOoor^unTOTOr^ 
tn^^^csitocsjcsjo— ir~«.toTO^TOOO^rH.tor^csjto^i.ncsjtoi.no^r^toO' — ito^o^T— it— i^ 
-H cr> o un Csj -fee- o ^ CD to -fe^ ^ cr> ^ i — r-*. csj t — to un r-*. ^ to -fe^ -fee- — i ^ csj ^ ^ un to to o ^ 

•&I9- TOOunr— I unooP'H.co unco ^csjunT— i^ coco ^ ^ tncsj coun t— i csj 

•6^ -fee- -fee- •&e--fei9- -fee- -fei?- •&e--fei9- •&e--fei9- 

V9- ■&<9- 


rH.to^un^^i— ir'«.o^TO^csjtnTOO^^'— lun^tocsio^^o— ho^coOt— ir'».^TOOO^TOcsjo^o^o^ 

rH.^rH.ununTOcsjcsji— io^^TOO^csj^TOOTOCsjo^^o^^untor~«.csjo^or''HtocsjTOOcsjuno^TO 

o— h^^cocsiOt— iunr~«.unTOtoto^o^unr'H.rH.cor'H.totoTOcsjcsjuno^TOTOTOO^TOO'— icoo^or-H 

to" un” o un tcT un" o" to" to" t— T t— T csj i— T o" oS" to" ^ o" un" o to" csi co r-'T t— T oo" o" to" to un" csj" co to" t— T ^ 

oocsjcsjtorH.oooootO'— iorH.T— itoTOunTOoocor'HTOO^rH.tO'— icoocsioo^oto^T— irH.toTO 
TOuncsjoo^^csjocooo^oo^ocooo^un^^unT— I t— iO)TOunTOtouncsjrH.csjcsjTOTOtoi.nunTO 


TOuntn^^TO^^csjcsjcocsjT— I t— It— It— lOOOOcooocsio^T— icorH-cncoTOTOr-H 
•fee- -H-Hl— I t— ir-*..— I t— It— It— TOt— IT—I^T— It— It— It— I-Ht— lun-HT— ir*, ^ CO TO CTj -fe^ TO 4^ 44i- ^ 

•&e- v?- -fee- -fee- T-H -fei?- T— I ^ V 9 - — I V 9 - -fei?- VS- -fei?- VS- -fei?- — i -&< 5 - vs- -vs- -vs- 

-VS- -fe^ -fe^ -fe^ 


t — oooounoooocnoocoooooooT— i^Ot— lotoooocoooooooooo 
O -vs- -vs- -vs- -vs- 0-VS--VS--VS--fe-9-TO-VS--VS-TO-VS--VS--fe-9--VS--VS--fe-9-*=|- t— — -VS-Csj CT) tn-&iS-tO'VS--&-S-«4-'VS--&-S--VS-'VS--&-S--VS- 
TO Csj o — I Csl 4^ cr> -St OO <T> un I— I 




I — CT> TO PH- *=!■ 

TO TO O -H O 

0_ tO_ Csj_^ tO_ 

un r-*. TO ^ T— I 

-vs- -fe^ -vs- ^ -vs- 


un 

un 

to" 

-vs- 



oocnpH-cnT— lOTOtoo 

rH.toTOrT~-unT— itor-Hr'^o^ 
T— iCTJCTJt— I f— iCsICsJCsJOtO 
^toctjo^tocsj^^^ 

TOTOO^CSJCOTOCOCOCOCSJ 

TOTOTOTOTOTOTOTOTOTO 


r~«.orH.uno^OunoiTOT— I 

T— lunto^T— irH.^cooo^ 
I — CsJOCsJi— itO— II — coto 
tO^-HT— i^CO^CTj-hO 

CSJTOTOTOTOTOTOCSJt— It— I 

TOTOTOTOTOTOTOTOTOTO 


torH.toTOtoo^^rH.^T— I 
TO— HTO^^totorH.T— lun 
otocof— ir~'..r~«.csjtntOTO 
^COtOuntOO^COTOTOO 
TOTOt— lOOCsJCOCsJCsJCO 
TOTOTOTOTOTOTOTOTOTO 


coootocsj^un^o^r-'. 
rH.coT— lo^ocsjununo 
OOTOO^O^OItOtOTO 
CTjCOCOOCsJt— i-HCOI — 
T— iCOCOCOCsJt— ICSJCOO 
TOTOTOTOTOTOTOTOTO 


899995 SLM ECFC $0 $7,127,303 $320,848,659 $7,127,303 $320,848,659 
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OfOiro^^Oiro>— lOt — 

r~~roo0f0f00or~~f00otoa^ 
r~»r^csjrocr>oooyjtoor^^ 
<v 5 csjr~~oocsjror~«.o^fOfO 
<V5fOCSJi— i<V5fOOyjrOfO'-HfO 

cococococococooocococo 


to<v 5 r^— (csjr^^un^*— loo 
^^^csjototoootot — o 
oor^ooounoocsjr^oofo 
•— ir'^oo— 'un<v5^<v5to,— lO 
roooiro>— '(TOfOiTocNiOfo 

cococococococococococo 


oor~~eour 500 ^ 0 ^oiur 5 
o^ooounursor^r^oo^ 
oor^fo^^eooo^un^ 
(Tooofo-Hi— i-Hrofoo— I 
<v50foeoeoeoroi— ii— ICO 

cooococococooococooo 


821666 WELLS FARGO ELT FOR SLAAA $2,567,218 $45,034,222 $1,042,270 $77,606,303 $3,609,488 $122,640,525 
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r~~o<x>oor~«ur 5 unoun>-— I 
^-HCSJCNIO^>— irOCT)— < 
<V 5 <V 5 <X)CNICNjr^unO ^«3 
<v 500 ^eoeor~«^ 0 ^f 00 o 

<V5<V5CSJ«v>eY->OCNICNIfO— I 
COCOCOCOCOCOCOOOCOOO 


— H^r — 00 00 00 — 1^^0 
r^csj«a-— 'O^u^cnr^o 
^i— lurscsjfounotooo 

rorooooopo— loorooocsj 
oooooooooooooooooooo 


r^OcsjT— ic£>ur 5 r^r~~— iO 
csjursocsjoro^— 

T— icr>— 'cncr>— 'fooi — o 
^OOOfO<X>^CSJ<V 5 COO 
roocsjfocsjcsjrooorocNi 

oooooooooooooooooooo 


unocsj^oooo— 'Ocsj 
ooofounootoootoo 
oourso— itoooocsjr^ 
ootofooooooor^fo 
oocsjrocsjopoocsjro 
oooooooooooooooooo 


820164 UNION BK CA ELT CHELA FUND I (TEFFC) $1,392,916 $3,168 $582,322 $331,193 $1,975,238 $334,361 
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<X>'— Hi— l<V 5 r— ir~~ 0 OCSJ^ 0 O 

oofofooo— HO^rH.oooooo^ 
Oi-Hrn.ooiJ^tooorountocsj 
<x)^Ofoofoooocr>ofo 
— Ifoiroro-Hfooi— 'Ofo— I 

cococococococooocococo 


rH.csji— <O^CT)CSJ^<V5tO0O^ 
rooocsj<v5csio^OTOorH»csjto 
o<x>fOforH.<x>oour 3 rH.— Hoo 

ooo^OsjrH.— HrocNjcsi<v 5 fo 
OOsJi— I<V5, — |<V5,— (CSJiro<V5iro 

COCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCO 


^ocsjcr>cNirH.ootOfo— H 

— H rn. U *3 I— I r— I UTJ rn. r— ( 

^unrH.ei->coeotooi.r 50 
o^rofoi— 'Ouni— ii— icsiro 

— iroiTocNji-HOi— 'focNicsj 

cooocococococococooo 


821728 TCP NATIONAL BANK $0 $1,420,971 $3,496,978 $1,420,971 $3,496,978 
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CO_ 




oeofoooor^otooocsja^toooroooooooo^r~«.CT5csjcsjro<x>r~«.our3<LOCNio^<LO^csjr~«.ooyj^oi 
<v5r~«.<v500^^to^^r~«.ooto<£>0oooour5'— 'O^T— 1CSJ— Hcsjro<x>r^ro^ooo^<X>cor^— Hcsj <x> ^ 

ocsj— <cNjo^Ofo^^unooo^ur3ro^oooooootoi.r50^^csjr~~»— ioor~~ro*— i^r~«.i-Hcsj<Lo <v5<loo 

<v5or~~cNio^^r^r^tocsjroi — iootoun<x>^' — iur3ro^ur3»-HOOO*— i^o^oouncsjunr^oo^ uno^oo 

oooooeo^o^ooto— <ro^oocooooour5^0^too^or^oouncsj^uncsjun^^to<v5ur5 oocsj^ 

<£>o^ur3r^oooor^^ •&❖ r~«.uncsjcsjunto--HOOoooor~«.oo<£>a^^oo^foc£>csjT— ico*— icsjoocsj o ' 

<x><x>Oyjeo^'— i^ro (Loij^t— I ur5o^r~~csjtountoi.r5r~~»— itouno^o •— ir^^ro^urscsj csjr^ 

cr>^iLOoor~«oo«3 -St m ^ cxji — cr>— i^^csjro ^ »— i ^ csj ^ un -fe^ ro csj oo -fe^ fo 


o^ur 3 <v 5 ^ 0 ^«v>^iror^— i<LOi — i<v 5 r~«.tor~~»— ir^or~«.o<x>csjcsj<x>ootor~~roun<v 50 '— 'r~~oooooooun 
<x>o^un^oocNicsjtororo'— 'r^Lr>oooo<x>ooi— i<v5ur5^csjr^o^r^i.r5^rocsjoO'— 'O^urs— Ho^r~~csjto 
utst— ic£>cNitoeo'— <tOfocsja^oooyj<Lor^<x>tor^ur30^ro<x>oO'-Hooto^Oyj<Lor^O'— '^r~~oooofooor^ 
r~~<v5<£)ur50^ur5fOfotO'— <roi— icsjo^^totoooi^^oyjcsjr^o^o^to— Hcsjour3^tocsjo^to<£)Oun 
O^r^unoj'—'T— loooto^'— 'ooooor^<£>^cNioooOur5^00o^o^totour3rocNio^oounur5ur5ro 

<V5<V5<V5eY->eOeOfOCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSjT— li— I— Hr— I t— I— H r— Ir— I— hOOOOO^O^O^O^O^O^O^OOOOOOOOOOOO 

— T .— T -4 .— T — T .— T T-i" t—T t—T t-T —h” t— T .— T ,— T t—T -4 — T t— T -4 —h" t-T — T r-H” r-T — T — T 

'&9- CO 


oeofoooor^ocooocsja^foooroooooooo^r~«.oiOyjcsjrocor~«.oi.r3cocNio^co^csjr~«.ooyj^oi 
<v5t — foocn^co^^i — co-HCoooooour>i— icTj— iCNi— Hcsjfocor^ro^oocncoror^— Hcsj ^ co cr> ^ 
ocsjt— icNjo^Ofo^^unoooounro^ooooooocouno^^csjr~~T— ioor~~coT— i^r^i— icsjco cvjtoo 

<v5or~~CNjo^^r^r^cocsjror^oocour5co^'— 'ursoo^urjT— iooOt— i^o^oouncsjij^r^oo^ uoo^oo 

oooooeor— 'O^ooco— 'roooooroooooi.o^o^cooior~«.ooi.r3csj^ur3csjun^^cofoi.o oocsj^ 

coo^ursr^oooor^^ r~«.ij^OCNjij^co— Hoooooor^oocoo^^oo^fococsji— icot— icsioocsj •&‘9- O >— ' 

cococsjeo^T— '^ro cocOi — i i.oo)r~~csjcoi.r3counr~~T— itouoo^o t— ir^^oo^urscsj csjr^ 

•&e- cr>^cooor~«ooco ^co ^ -st cn coi — cr>— i^^csjro — i ^ csj ^ ur> ro cnj ro -fe^ ro 

«9- 


o^uncvj^o^eo^for^— <coo^for~«.cor~~'— 'r^or^ococsjcsjcooocor~~coi.n<v 50 '— 'r~~oooooooun 
coo^urs^oocNicsjcofoooT— ifoursrooocoooi— i<v5uo^csjr~«.o^r~^un^rocsjoO'— 'Oii.r3csjo^r~~csjco 
un— HcocNjcoeoT— 'cofocsjo^o^csjcor^cocor^urso^rocooOT— looco^Osjcor^OT— '^r~~^oofooor^ 


r~^<v5<x)ur50^i.r5roroc0'— iror^csjo 
o^r~~ur3CNi^i— lOooco^T— lunooo 

<V5<V5<V5«v>eY->eOfOCNICSICsJCsJOCSjT— 1 


^cocooouo^csjcsjr^o^o^co— HcsjOurs^cooyjo^cocoOuo 
co^csjooooi.r5^000^o^cocoi.r3rocsjo^oour5unur5ro 
.— It— ii— 1 -— It— ii— 1— lOOOOO^O^O^OlO^O^OIOOOOOOOOOOOO 
-h” t— h" ,— T —H- t-h" ,— T t—T t—T ,— T -h” t— h” 




00000000000*=|-0000000000000000000000t— lOOOO 





<v5<x)^oocNjour5uni— ir~«. 
CSJuOCOOOOOO^O^^CO 
cvj^vjuno^ooO'— 'r^i— icsj 
— H^vjoo^^T— i^unoo^ 
T— iiTooyjcNjeoOfOT— icNio 
COCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOOO 


O^OOCO^COCOOt— ICOCSJ 
ocofoounouoi— I— 

CTjCOOCsJ^CSJCOO^t— I 
oorocoirOro^^^— 

OrooorocsjcsjroiTOOo 

OOOOCOOOOOCOOOOOCOOO 


r^^oocoooroo)ooroCT5 
Or-^TOO— i^r^r^unoo 
r^cooooOT— 'r~«.0’~'ur5co 
ooi — roroococo^cTj^ 
CNiororo— 'OCNjiTOCsjo 
oocooooocooooocooooo 


oocsjuO^Ot— icoroo 
unrooo^csjcsjcsjo^^ 
csjr~«.roi.r30^cNicoO' — i 
oororo^T— I t— loo^oo 
oror— icsjcsjrooooo 
cooococooooocooooo 


834246 US BANK ELT KNOWLEDGEFUNDING OHIO $226 $834,584 $58,592,236 $834,809 $58,592,235 
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<v5ur50^0fooOyjoofO'— 

ooi.n^o^r~~cNi<v5r^^tor~«. 

oo^o^un<v5oo*— I'— lunroo 

or^— Ho^csjro^unootoo^ 

— ii— I— <i-HCSJf0<V5OOOCNJ 

cococococococooocococo 


unoo^o^unr^^<v5un<X)^ 
rounoocotouTSi— i^^Oun 
^o^i.nr~~cNi^csjo^oo^ 
^CTjrofocsjOfoocsi^r^ 
O'— HCNiiro>— I— ifoOsjoiTOCNi 

oococococococococococo 


cr>i— itoeo^oor— ir^oro 

OOfOt — ^ooi — oo^co 
OfO— I^OCTJI — ^CSJ— 1 
csjrocNjeo^eoo^fOOO 
>~irooeoeoeocNifOi— icsj 

cooococococooococooo 


828893 PENNSYLVANIA STATE EMPLOYEES CREDIT $0 $605,136 $25,980,472 $605,136 $25,980,472 
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— iun<v5r«».tO'— icNi^Oun*— 'OCNioororoo^rofocsj*— lO 
r~~un<v5ur5^,— iroo^ooooun<v5— loootocsj— I t— lo^untouncsjr— lun 
oococor— ir— ieooOfoooooor~~ootoooooooocsjtocsjroi-Hur3T— ir^ 
o^un<x>r^o^eO'— 'focsjo^o^ooooofoursoor^o*— '0^<~i0^csj<v5r~«.to 
o^oooor~«o^^tour5roooi.r5i.no^r^r^^o^Oyj^Ofoi.r5^ 
— i<x>’— I t— lo^o^o^T— 'r~«.^i.n<x>i.r3i.n<x>a^ooyjor^i.r3i.ni.n<v5roo 
o cNj ^ I— luncsiroro^tocsj <V5 csi csj ^ ro ro to ' 

(TO OsJ (TO CNJ CNI I— I CSJ CSJ ^ ^ (TO Csj <V5 csj CO CNI — i ^ 


csjuno^ooto— H^oototor^ 
o^ooounooursotourstooo 
o^csj— itofo^Ouno^T— loo 
to^Osjcsjtourscsjr^o^csjo 
^ o fo -fe^ ro o — H oo un un 
uoofo ootounroo^csj 


o^— itounroto*— 'ooo^r^’— iroun^^oiOyjT— icNi 
un<v5<x>^ur5tO'— I t— i^oo^^^i-Oi— i<v5r^tocsj^oofoto^ 

^^OCNiooo^focsji— loooooo^o^o^ootoor^csjursroo 
OOOO^oor~«r^r^r^r~«.r~«.toi.r5rocNi^^^^rofocsjcsjcsj 


roun^^oiOsjT— icNi^ur5unr~^^un— loo^o^o^ocsju 
r^tooyj^oofoto^foofooyjoo'— ICO— Ho^r~~otofO'— ic 
csj^csjo^r^oootO'— 'ooio^csjo^ununroo^tooiosjo^c 
ootoor^csjur3roor~~tocsjorooor~~to^OyjT— loto^c 
^^^rofocsjcsjcsj— I t— ii— lursooooooototototouncsj* 


I— luneor^tO'— icsioOunT— lO^o^csjO—HOcsjoorofoo^rorocsjT 
P~^ uTS fO ‘•O ^ I— I ro O O OO UO fO UO O to csj — h t— I CT) Urt to UO CSJ T 

oococo*— ii— leoo roroooor~~i.r 50 ooooooocsjtocsjro,— iij*>T 

o^untor~«o^eO'— I csjo^o^ooouooursoor^O'— 'O^— lO^csjcor 

O^OOoor^O ^toi.r5roooro00^r~«.r^^0^csj^0coi. 

— Hto— I— ir~«.^i.ntoi.r5i.ntoo^ocsjor^i.r>ij^i.r5<v5< 

O CSJ ^ T— I un fo ro ^ to CSJ co r~«. csj csj ^ ro ro c 

CO CSJ <V5 CSJ CSJ CSJ CSJ ^ ^ CO CSJ CO CSJ CO CSJ 


lO'-Ocsjurjo^ootO’— i^ootoor 
ii.r5^0^oooi.r5oo‘-r30tounr~«.c 
ir^csjo^csj— Htoco^Ouno^T— ic 


ur3cotocsjur5tO'-HOi^oo^^^tococor~«.tocsj^oototo^coococsjoO' — loO'— 'Oir~~otococsjc 
^ocoo^csjurs^ocsjcoor^ooto^— Hcsj^csjo^r^oooto— HOO^O^csjo^uTsij^coo^too^csj^c 
^^Ocsjooo^cocoi— iOOoooi.r3r^o^ootoor~«.csji.r3coor~~tocsjOcooor~~to^csjT— lOtoo^c 
ooo^oor~«r^^r^r~«.r^tounoo^^^^cococsjcsjcsj^T— ii— lunooooooototototounto* 

tototocoi.r5i.r5i.r5^i.ni.ni.r3i.r5ur3a^csjuni.r5i.nunur5i.nur3ur5i.nur3i.r5i.r50i.r5^^^^^^^^ur5* 




^ ^ -6/^ ^ r 


= 00^35 

) <c «a: Lij 2 I 

: $5 55 ^ ^ ‘ 


ototo^or^^ootor~«.or^co^i.nur3ur5oooour5coooooi.nr~~T— ioocsjt— lun— ht— iCTJ^oO'— 
to^r~~'— i^csio^ununa^urj^r^r^— Hoocsjr~~coto^r^toooor^csji.r5^csjo^csjtocsjoooooooo 
csjcsjcotoo^csjcsji— lO^T— loours— loooouo^o^toO’— 'Ooio^*— '^tor~«.^r~~csjcocotoi.r5cococsj 
oo^to*— '^r^^OuTJoooooo— Hcocoocoi— I— HOO^ooootouo^o^oocoococor^coa^^csjT— 1^ 
— ICSJt—ICSJCOCSJCOCOOCSJOOCOCOCSJt— iCOCO—hOOCSJCSJOOCOOOCOCO'— ICSJOCO— 'OCOCOCSJ 
COCOCOCOCOCOCOOOCOOOOOOOCOOOOOCOOOOOCOOOOOCOOOOOCOOOOOCOOOOOCOOOOOCOOOOOCOOOOO 


818464 SUNCOAST SCHOOLS FCU $0 $446,262 $18,732,294 $446,262 $18,732,294 
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^^ur3^r^r^oooiur3ro<x>'— 'uni.nr~~oitr3'-HOyjcNiuno^<x>r^oocNjtO'— looto^oo 
— Hrofocsjcotoosjo^uTSi— i<^Ofounr~~unr~~ur 5 <v 5 ooo^^fO'— loooo^eor^o^o^ -fe^ -fe^ 
•— irooo^r~~fo^^^'-Hur>r— leoun^ooounooitrstoo^r^ocNjoeoo^unro 
oo^focsj^o^o^Ounr^<x>oiuncsiur3oo<x>for~~tooocsi^o<x>oor^eouncNir^ 
<x>r^o^oor~~oo^'— icsjuno^r^Oun— Hor~~fo<x>csi^oooo— Hp^^i^coOTto 
•&e- un <V 5 un -fee- >-H — csj^ csj^ oo_ eo to — o_ —h — ro i— <_ <V 5 oj^ eo oo >— '_ csj_ ^ 

I— I — I ^ <v5 fo '— I r~~o^^oor~~Ofooooyji-HT— i^oocoooeoto^'— 'O 

CVJV9->— ' cvj— I.— l-fee- -_,— 1 — I.— I-H.— I .— <— 1-&<5-.— Ir-H-fee-.— I— 1 ^.— I— 1-&<5->— < 


ur 3 ror~~r^ur 3 csjr~~csjo^un^un<v 5 ^r~«.csjr««.o<ounooo^o^^<oeoo^otO'— 'csj»— I 
oo<ofor~~'— 'O^roOfo^un— Hun<x>csjr~~ooyjr^<x>oo— HrooocNji— itorofooto 
OOOO^^O^^OO'— icsiurs^o^i— <csjcsjor^o^csjOfor~~unooor^ooooto^r~«. 
^rooooounioor^<Ofo^ooo^o^o^oooor~~csiT— ir^LTs^^^^ocor^'— 
^^<v 5 iro<v 5 fo<v 5 csjcsjcNicsjcNiT-HOO^o^o^oooooooor^r~~r^r~~tototour 5 iOun^ 
^^^^^^^^^^^^^^foro<v 5 fY- 5 <v 5 iro<v 5 fY- 5 <v 5 iro<v 5 eY->eoeorororooo 


^^ur 3 ^r~~r^oooi>oro< 0 '— 'unior~~ 0 )‘Oi-HcsjcNiunoi<or^oocNi< 0 '-Hooco^o 
>— irotv^csjcotoosjo^un,— i<x>o<^‘Or~^unr~~un<v 5 ooo^^<^' — loooo^eor^o^oi -fe^ 
•— irooo^r~~fo^^^'— 'uOi— i<v 5 un^oooiooo^untoo^r^ocNjoeoo^unro 
oo^focsi^o^o^Ounr^<oo^uncsjur 3 oo<Ofor~~tooocsj^o<ooor~«eour 5 csjr^ 
<or^o^oor~~oc^'— 'csjioo^r^Oio>~ior^fo<ocsj^oooO’-Hr~«T— lunooo^to 
un (TO un ^ I— H_ csj^ csj^ oo_ fo to_ >— <_ ro i-h <V 5 csi^ eo oo —h^ csj_ ^ 

r— I »— I ^ <v5 fo •— I r~~ 0 )^oor~~Ofooooyji — it— i^ootoooooto^'— lo 

CVJ-&e-.— I CVJ-Ht— l-e^ _H.— I— I— I-Ht— I. e^.-H-H-^^.— I.— l-fee-T— I— I t— l-H— 1 -&< 5 -.— I 


unror~~r^uncsjr~~csio^un^ur 5 <v 5 ^r~~csjr~~o<ounooo^o^^<oooo^otO'— icsjt— I 
oo<ofor^'— <o^foofo— Hun— Hun<x>csir~~ooyjr^<x>oO’~<fooocNjT-HtofOfoo<o 
oooo^^o^^oo— Hcsiurs^o^T— icsjcsjor^o^csjOfor~~unooor~«ooooto^r^ 
^’' ro oo" oo" urT un' o" rC <o" oo' -^" o" o" o^' crT cr>" oo" oo' csT •— h' rC m' t— T o oo' rC t— T ^’■ 

^^oofooofooocsjosjcsicsjcsjT— ioo^o^o^oooooooor^r~~r^r~~tototoununun^ 
^^^^^^^^^^^^^^OOfOOOfOOOfOOOfOOOfOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO 


oooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo 



^oo^tor^oocoocsjoooyjfoooooooununo^inoountoino'— 'OO^O^Oioor^T— ' 
<ooo<o^csjoooyjroun^<oununoor~~csjoounoo^<oco<o^<ooocNiunocNiuncsj 
r^^<oun<ocNir~~oioO'— 'Or^ooo<oO’— '^r~~cNiuni— loor^oOT—iT— i^unoocNioo 
T— io^<v5r^<oo— HrooofoooOT— 'Ounr— icsjro— Hun^oooo<oooo^^uncNio^^ 

O'— 'OOt— 'OCNIOOOOO yJOOyJl— I t— li— (.— (I— ICSJCNI— iOCSil—HOT— lOsJOOT-HeOCNIOCNICSJ 
OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO 


824945 MICHIGAN STATE UNIVERSITY $0 $342,803 $0 $342,803 
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ooofoooeoursr^*— i^csj oio^^oiooro^csjrounr~~otoo^ur5'— 'OtooocsjoorocsjLnr^^— hi— i 

csjt— icsjr^o^^oocsio— < o^oorounoO'— I'— loor^unurs -fe^ oo<x>^csiur 3 ootooyjur 3 ^<v 5 ur 5 oo— ^toun 

o<x>oooocNjeO'— '•—'Or''. oo^toto<x>tooor~«.r— lO r^<v5csjCT50^a^^Oyjununoounfo<v50^csj 

o^^vjunocNjr^unrorocsj CT50yjoor^<v5r~«.^<x>*— '^<V5 un<v5ur5o^— Hoouncsjo^un<v5<LOr— i^vjoor^ 

or~~r~~oooo^^r^'— I'— < i— i<x>too<£>i^^focsj ^— h ^ o^<x>'— 'ooosjr^^urscsjcsjLrscsjro 

o^o^urscNieooounto *— 1 OTfo -fe^ ror~~r~«.our3r~«.csj<v5 o un csj o •&‘9- csjcsj^»— iro^vjcsjro 

T— I r~~ eo r~« CSJ ^ o csj urs ^ ro oo csj o urs r— i oo ro to co o ^ 

•&e- —Hr— I T— It— ll— ICSI I— I— H -H.— 1*^-— I I— I— I I— I ^ r— I .—I ^ ^ ^ — I .—I 


T— I— icocsjto^o^oor^ooor~~oooii.r 3 T— itoo^csji— ir~~T— icor— I t— iooooouncsj^^ur 3 r~«.CT)oor~«. 0 ) 
^cocsjcnit— looooooo^csj uor'^oco— H^cototo^ocsjo^ootocsjoooooOT— i^csjcsicsjtor-* 

uncsjooootOT— looto^ r^csjoo^T— 'O^unoooor~'~'— luncocsj^T— io^r'.»<£>ur 5 ^ur 3 iLooooooto 

ooooootocNicococsjcsicsj ^cocsjor~'~tocooo^co— HO^ooto^coT— looocsjoootoro— hoo^ 

cocococococNicsicsicsicsj T— It— It— iunooooo^oio^ooooooooooooooooooi.or'«.r~'~totototoun 

COCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCO COCOOOt— l<V500COCOCSJCSICSJCSJCSICSJCSJCSICSJCSJCSICSJtOCSICSJCSJCSICSJCSJCSI 


ooocooocoursr-^T— i^csjooio^^unooco^csjrourjr'^otoo^toi— iotooocsjrofocsji.nr'«.^T— I t— I 
csjt— icsjrT».o^^oocsjo— ^too^oo<'^r^oOT— IT— ioor'«.unur3 ooto^csjtncotocsj^^crouooo^toun 

otooooocsjcoT— '^or~«.^oo^totototooor-TT— lO r-^cocsjo^o^o^^csjtounooi.ococoa^csj 

o^cotoocsjr^uncococsjtoo^csjooocor-T^tOT— i^co uncotoo^T— loouncsjo^uncrotOT— icoocr-* 

orr'-r'^ooco^^r-rT— I t— It— It— itotoi — itouo^cocsj^T— I ^ o^tOT— loocsj^^urscsjcsjurscsjco 

<T> un CSJ CO oo_ un to_ — < co cn co^ -fe^ r-- to r-*. csj^ co^ un -fee- csj^ csj csj_ ^ t— i co_ co^ csj^ co_ 

—H CO rr*. CSJ ^ o CSJ urs ^ co oo csj o to i — i oo co to co o ^ 

•&e- T— 1 ^ _|T— It— ICSJ T— l-H -Ht— l^-H I— l-H T— I ^ T— I T— I ^ -fee- — I T— I 

« 9 --& 9 - V?- V?- -ei ?- ^ ■&I 9 --&I 9 - ■&I 9 --&I 9 - 


— H— HcocNjto^o^oor'~-ooor~~oo^tr 3 T— icoo^csjt— ir~»T— ICO— ht— ioooootr 5 csjo^tr 3 r'«.o^oor-TO^ 
T— icocsjcsji— iooooooo^csjtotnr~'~or-TT— i^cototo^ocsjOT— lootocsjoooo t— i t—i csj csj csj to r-* 

tocsjooootOT— looto^^r-'Csjoooo— HO^unocoor~'~'— itococsj^— Ho^r^to ^totoooocoto 

oo" oo" oo" to csj" co co" csj' csj' csj' to" co" csj' o' rC to" co" o" ctT co" t—T cn" oo" to" co" — <" o" o" o" oo" o" to" co" t-h" o" ctT 
cocococococnjcsjcsjcsjcsjt— It— I— ht— i^ooooo^o^o^oooooooooooooooooo r'«.r~'~tototototr5 

COCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCO^COCOCOCOCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJ CSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 


OOOOOOOOOOOOOOCOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOtOOOOOOOO 

cn cn 



uOt— lOOCOtOOOOOOOtO 
r~'~Ocor~«tO'— icotor-^o 

UTSCOO^Ot— I^CSJOOO tO 

coOt— iotr 5 cooo^r'~-o^ 

COOt— lOCSJCOOCOOCSJ 
00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 


tor-Ttrscsjuor'^cotocoto 
cotoor-rooo^csjuno^ 
oo^tor-Tr'~-tOT— loioto 
^csjor-.T— i^cr>oo-Hco 

COt— ICSJOCOCSJCSJOCOCSJ 

oooooooooooooooooooo 


cor~'~^^r~'~ootncotoco 
^O— It— ICTJCOt— I^CO tO 
OlOOCOtOT— icsJOtOOOOl 
ooocoo^cocor-'— ht— ICO 
CSJCSJCOOCOOOCOCOCO 

oooooooooooooooooooo 


r~'~ooOT— icooitrsooo 
cocsji— itrstooor'T^tocsj 
OtOCOtOuTSi— iCOuTStO 
^T— iCOtOO^-HCSJOO 
COCSJOCSJt— lOCSJOO 
OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO 


818093 JPMORGAN CHASE BANK NA $0 $259,433 $1,194,043 $259,433 $1,194,043 
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un 

o 


CSI 


T— Iun^t 000 ^<x>f 0 <v 50 ^ 0 lunro<v 5 ^ 0 '-H 000 ^r^ 0 yj 00000 ^f 00 ^ 0 ^^ 
unoo— H i— i<x>oooor^un <x>csiunoocNjrorH.ur5 o utj ro — h urs cnj o un o 

csjrH.o^r^^rH.^ 1 — icsj <£>unootooooi'— iro uncujo^Oi— 'oj rn-csjoro^ 

unr— i<v 5 CT)oocujO' — lO <v 5 ^unfO’— Hfo<x>^ <x>rH.oorH.cNi r— iCT)rH.fooo 

— H un rn. un •&‘9- oouor^cvj csjrorH.csj<v5fouc>^ csjcoo^i— 'O^ to csi i— i i— i to 

o to I— I to •&‘9- 1 — lO^ tocujeocsi^^oo o^uni— lO^ unrocsiunoo 

csj i— I csj to ^ oo csjo^Oun csjtoo^ r^. un csi 

— I ' I— I -fee- <V 5 ,— I CSJ I— I -fee- — H -fee- -fee- ^ CSJ 


tooooyjr^rH.ooo^OJtO'-H^oo^rH.fO'— 'rH.^tooounrH.rH.founoo^totoo^o^ 
<v 5 foooocsji-H— H^Oununr^^unrH.oocsjo^rH.rorH. 1 — I— H^tOHH^CNjrH.tounun 
csjuntotounununi— icsjrH.— Hto^oouni— irH.un^vjorH.rH.unoototo^'—'ooto^ro 
^o^ooooooun— HOoorH.rH.o^^csjor^^^fOfO'— 'oo^^ooo^o^ooootoun 
un^^^^^^^<V5fOf0^fOfOfOCuJCSJCuJCSJCuJCSJCujT— li— I t— li— (OOOOOO 
CNJCUJCSJCSICNJCUJCSJCSICNJCUJCSJOOCSJCUJCSJCSICNJCUJCSJCSICSJCSJCSJCUJCSJCNJCNJCNJCUJCUJCSICSJ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 


T— iun^tooo^tof 0 foo^founfo<v 5 ^ 0 i— iooo^rH.oyjooooo^foo^O)^ 
unoO’-Hi— itooooorH.un ^ toi — unoocsjror — un o un cr> fo — h un -fee- csi o un o 

csjrH.o^r^^r^^i— ICSJ toi— lootoooo ^— hco uncsjo^Oi — icsj rn-csjoco^ 


uni— icoo^oocsjoi— lO coi— lunco— Hcoto^ 

I— I un ch. un •&‘9- ootor^csj csjunrH.csjcocoto^ 
to_ cn I— I to -fee- i-H cn to^ ^ co csj^ oo^ ^ 

CSJ I— I CSJ to^ oo csjo^Oun 

I I— i-fee- -fee- coi— icsji— i-e^ 

•&e- — I Ch. 


tor^-oot — CSJ -Hcr)rH.coco 

CSJ to cr> I— I cr> to csj i— i — i to 

o^uni— lo^ uncocsjunoo 

CSJ to ch. r^. un CSJ r~«. 

— -fee- CSJ 

-ei?- 


tooocsjr^rH.ooo^o^tOi— '^uno^rH.coi— 'rH.^tooounr^rH.munoo^totoo^o^ 
cocoooocsji— 1— i^Oununco^unrH.oocsjo^rH.mrH.1— I— H^tOi— i^csjr^tounun 
csjuntotounununi— icsjrn.— Hcsj^oounr— irH»uncoorH.r^unoototo^HHOoto^co 
t?f oo" oo" oo" un" i-h" o" oo" rC rC csj' ^■' csj' o" rC co" co" — h" o" ctT o" o crT crT oo" oo' to" un" 

un^^^^^^^COCOCOOOCOCOCOCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJ— H i— I— H— hOOOOOO 
CSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJ^CSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJ 
^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 


OOOOOOOOOOOtOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO 


oo 



csjo^too^o^toooto 
otoo^r^— HrH.o^rH.cococsj 
I— lOO' — icoo^ootoorH.un 
co^o^i— i^un^o— Hcoo 
COCOOCSJCSJOCSJCOCOCOCO 
OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO 


toi— lununoicsji— i—Hoototo 

0 ^-hOCT> 00 ^i— lO^OCsj 
Oi-HCooo^rH.!— lO^Ounun 
^i— irn-cnoo^co^-nrH. 
COi-HCSJCOCOi— ICOCOCOCOCSJ 
OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO 


csjr^— HO^uni— looounoo 
COCOCOCSJtOtOi— ii— ICSJOO 
— Hoocoi— 'O^o^o^rH.Oiun 
o^co^countoOi— loo 
COCSJi-HCOCOi—ICSJCSJCOO 
OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO 


829441 MARINE CREDIT UNION $0 $203,596 $8,372,756 $203,596 $8,372,756 



Ill 


<x>r^oor^cNieocsiCT)^r~«.»— ifo<v5<Lor^ooo r~~oooooor~«.too^<Loro<x>^fo ^oour3ur5un<x>'— 'O 

o^<v 5 ur 50 ^oc 0 f 0 fotountor^<x>^fooo -fe^ OOfounoun<x>^or~~^r^ •— itoooo^'— loor^o 

^<x>ooo^oocNirofoo^r~«.^csjo^<LO^csj — loourso^uno^o^ooooooun o^tooooforoo 

<x>csj>-— itor^cNiuntoo^un*— iunoor~«.oifo ur 3 <LOfor~~o^fo<v 5 ^for~~ooo cn < — loooooosjor^ 

I — csjooor^r~«^oocNicr>cooooorocsi^ i — cocsir — oto-ncsj^touno _i^_i ^ txj -h — i 

Ofooor^r~«^^ocNitor~«.^csjcsj urs un csj un ^ <lo un •— i <x> to urs 

ctT rC rC o ^*' to" oo" rC — h" o" rrT to" to" cn" o^" tr>" rC csT ^ un" m" rC 

-fee- r-H ^ ^ ^ ^ CSJ r— 1 


o^cor~«.o^eY->oounoto^'— 'Otooocsjoocsjococsjo^csjr— i^uOi-H^T— luno^oo^csjoo— Hcsj^ 
ooo^oeor~«ununtor~«.oor^ininr^o^ otocsj^^csjr— i^^oo^r— ' •&‘ 9 - o^^oo^t— 'O r^to 

O^O^cor^eoO^O^^csjoo^'— i^oooioocsj ooooi— 'r~«.csjtoocsjr— loooo •— ir^uncsjoooO'—'O 


csjoo^un^oois~to^ro'— 'O^oocsjooo^ 
OOO^O^O^oooooooooooois~r~~r~«.is«r~~to 




ooun^co— <r— io^o^oor~~to^ 
totototototoinununinunun 




■fe^ ^ -fe^ -fe^ ^ 


tor^oor^csieocsjoi^r''.'— <focotois~ooois»r~~oooooor^too^tofoto^fo^^ooinur 5 unto>— io 
cTjcomo^otofOfotointor^to^fooo -fe^ ooooromounto^oi — ^r^m— itooocr>i— looi — o 
^toooo^oocsjrofoo^r~«.^csjo^to^csj o— HOOina^uno^o^oooooounr~~o^toooococoo 

tocsj— Htor^csjuntoo^un— lunoor^o^co o^intofor~~o^foco^for~~ooo^co'— looooocsjor^ 

r~^csjooor^r^^oocsjo^oooooorocsj^ tor~~tocsjr~~otO'— 'csj^tounoin»-H^»— i to ^ 

ocooor~«r^^^ocsjtor^^csjcsj i— i in in •&‘ 9 - csj in •&‘ 9 - •— i ^ to un — h r— i to to un 

r~~ r~~ o ^ to ^ CO T— I .—I oro toto o^CT 5 inr~«.csi un in r~«. 

— I CSJ —I 


o^cor~«.o^eY->oounoto^'— 'Otooocsjoocsjis«<v 5 csjo^csji— i^uOt— i^T— lun— hooo^csjoo— H csj^ 

ooo^ocor^ununtor~«.oor^inunr^o^oootocsj^^csj— i^^oo^i— lun*— 1^00^'— 'Or~«.to 
O^O^cor~««v>o^ 0 ^^csjoo^'— i^roo^oocsjooooo^— Hr^csjtoocsj— Hoooor~~oois~uncsjoooO'— 'O 


CSJ o ctT m oo rC to ^ oo — T cr> oo" csj o" o" cn" cr> oo" un" ^ co — T >— ' crT cr> oo" i — to" ^ un csi csj" csj o crT crT cr> 
ooo^o^o^oooooooooooois~r~~r^r^r~~totototototototoinunununununin»— luninunun^^^ 




oooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooroooooooo 

oo 



ooto’—'cooo^tounooo^ 
o^to^^^oO'— lunr^o^ 
o^coo^'— 'eocsjunr^r~«. 

O'— I— Ho^uno^i— ii— loro 

csj<v 5 cocsjocsjroroi-HO 

cococococococooocooo 


csjtotoOPO’— 'csjtouncsj 

^^tOtOOOCO'— i^OCSJ 

OO^tOOCSJtOCSJCOtO 
OOOCSJCSJi— I^OOCOO 
ocsjcsjcsjrocoroococsj 

oooocooooocooooocooo 


^csjuncsjintor'~0'— 'to 
unooocsjr~~^r'«.O^r''» 
^>~ir~«.r'«.>— lOOunooo 
oo^^tounroocooO'— ' 
csjcocsjocsjroirococsji — i 

oocooooocooooocoooco 


toroooO'— i^unrocsj 
oocsji-Hunocsj— 
^toor~~oooocsjtocsj 
CSJ.— ICOCO'— I'— 'CSJOIS* 
ocsjrocooi^ncoocsj 

cooooocooooocooooo 


831122 THE INDEPENDENT BANKERS BANK $0 $148,550 $6,451,709 $148,550 $6,451,709 
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^r^o^oi<x>i.r50^0'— looo 
^v^oococococoo^r— 'csj^r~~ 
<X>'— '<V5, — It— ito<£>oor^r^oo 
<v5csj<v50^00^fOfO^CSJO^ 
0>— icsjiTOOOyjrooyjroO 
COCOCOCOCOCOCOOOCOCOCO 


I— i^csio^un^un—Hcsi^un 
csjr'^tourscsjcsjoO’— icsjcsjo^ 
I— i0i.no^rour30^o^^<x>to 
^^oo^T— icr>r^-HrofotXJ 
roirocNiO>— I— icNi— iCNjiTOO 

oococococococococococo 


—H^r — r~«cNjT-H^cr)tXJcsj 
r~~tooooo^cO'— luntoro 
^vjirounocofootOT— lurt 
<v 5 csjo^^eoeo^oo^co 
(ToroOCNjeoeoror— iro— I 
cooococococooococooo 


833815 PENNSYLVANIA COLLEGE OF OPTOMETRY $0 $122,181 $26,707 $122,181 $26,707 
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O I o t 

^ un -H cNj .&<9- •— I • 

csj <v5 ^ oo • 

r~~ un <v5 r«». ^ < 

cT> oo csj ^ oo ■ 

<V 5 to CO T 

CSJ ^ ^ to UO I 


< o CO uo ^ I to 
) oo < csj to oo oo fO 
) oo uo un o oo csj 
r i-H co” o' o' csT 

. oo oo CSJ ^ CO oo o 


cr> CO • 

to oo • 

CO_ ' 

o" (o' cr>' — i' CTJ — i' 

UO ^ O CO O OsJ 

o CSJ o r~«. to CO 

CO uo CO ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 


r— I cr> cr> 

^ CO CSJ 
CSJ OO CO 
^ ^ ^ 


}• I — oo CO c 
cn I— 1 uo o c 
csjoor~^cocsjtd*— i^csj^csj 
o oo ^ o ^ CO cr> ^ cr> o 

' oo^ cooocsj 

^ un ^ CO ur> •— I ^ 


I — o^or~«csjo^cocr>— I t 
r~~^csjr~«ooo^counooooc 
oo^ csg a\ oo r—i o o_ a\ o_ a\ r 

I— <T— lO^o^o^r^toununcsjT— I t— I— <T— (I — i 

« 9 - 


••— lOOOOCOO^OO' — ICSJCOOOOCSJC 
) ^ -fee- oocTj^r^O^oooi — csj^r 
• coun oun^coo^’— 'O^co—ico* 

i r— T .— T — T o' o' ctT oo" oo" f “ " - “ 


lOcsjoooocsio*— 'ocooun 
.r~~^Our3i.r5^unoooocooo 
'O^'— 'OOoours*— 

" co" co" co" 1^" csj' csj" csj" , ' - - ' 


<OOOOOOOOOOOOCOOOOOOOO 


CO O t — T— I o r- 
^ un -H cNi -fee- >- 
CSJ un CO ^ 0 


co^ 

csj" to 


iocoun^>— itor^coooo*— luni— icoOor~^r^r 
joo— icsjtooococountooo-HOOcsji — -fe^ i — csj • 
joounounococsjcooooo— ooo* 


. oo CO CSJ ^ CO CO o • 




< o CO cr> — I o -H 

< un ^ o CO o CSJ 

< o CSJ o CO CO 
*■ CO un CO ^ ^ 

^ ^ 


.r~«.o*=l--^csjoocoo 
• oococouncsjuncnco^ 
iunocoo— icsjr — cnco 


CO oo CSJ 




oo^ csj_^ cn oo o o_ c 
— I— Hooor^coununcsjr 


juncooun^coo— hoco— H to^o^*— 'Ooooun» 
ir— !•— I t— io00oooor~«.r^r~~coco^cococoOcsjcsjcsji— I— H^O 
I— I-H— I.— i-hOOOOOOOOOOOOCOOOOOOOO 




' 


i z — t 
: o 5 [ 


o ^ o f5 


■ ce CO i— t 

! P= CO ^ 


: ^ cc ‘ 

;53: 


: ^ Td I— — I ^ 1 

1 ce S CO = o I 

. LlJ CE z O =• - 

^ — r~. O <u t 


• <C <C 
. CQ ^ 

: CO <c 


S ^ t 
S o 

cc S 


> td «a: o CQ - 


3 cc «a: CO 03 I — — 


«*: £Lj I 


O QC ^ C3 . 
o ^ ^ I C 
^ ^ CO o « 




: <c =) cc z: llj 
^ ^ CO 


• CO 


: <c CQ L 


: <C O CO : 

• CQ CO Q_ L_ 

) ?>: 5^ *=• I— ^ > 

! ^ cj) Qc ;r ^ S 

• S — I S o 5 2 m 

• Li_ Ltj ^ 3: z rsj to 


csjuno^cocoo^^ooo^oooooo^co< 

_ tocNjcsjcsjununcounr~'~o^or~'~counr 
ooor-'O^T— 'csjoo^uno^cococoa^oio^' 


'Csjo^coooo^r~«.oouncocsj^unoooO'— 'cor~'~coc 
'I— ir~'~unr'«.oooor-~^cor-»^O^csjr~'»T— ii— I— 

i^Cn.— It0-H«:l-0'-H0000^0000unc 


o cr> 

^ oo ^ CSJ 

COCSJCOO. .... .._.. 

COCOCOCOCOCOCOOOCOOOOOCOCOOOOOCOOOOOCOOOOOCOOOOOCOOOOOCOOOOOCOOOOOCOOOOOCOOOOO 


809674 IRWIN BANK & TRUST COMPANY $0 $100,297 $4,312,965 $100,297 $4,312,965 
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oounr~~' — i<x>'— '—I 
cNj un lts <x> to urs csj o 
tofo^tor^un^ 

uTSun^ <V500ur30^0^CSI<V5 

oo^to — irototooor^o 

<V 5 ^ ,— oo^ a\ to^ ^ — h 

to" ctT ^’' to" iTO ctT iTO ^’' 


•— ir^r~~too^o^tr3^00^r~~ 
oofoo^^csjr^^uno'— 'O 
<v5ootor^^un^un^o^o^ 

o^oor~~totofOfocsjcNji— I— H 

cn 

-^e- 


oounr — I— itO"— 'cr>i — <V 5 ^^ 
CNJ un to ^ to to to CTj csj o^ o 

^csjr~~ tofo^tor~~un^ 

lOiO^ <V500tr30^0^CSJ<V5 

oo^to — irototooor^o 

<V5 ^ oo^ o^ to^ 

to" ro" to" iTo" ro" iro" 


•— ir^r~~too^o^tr3^0o^r~~ 
oofoo^^oyjr^^uno'—'o 
tvjootor^^un^un^o^o^ 
o^ oo r~~ to" to fo fo cti csj I— T »— i 
o^ 


ooooooooooo 


csio^rooounr— ir^uooo^oo 

csjr~~ro'— loo^ofofototo 

I— i^ro^oototrsoor^r—i 
r^iOi-Hursi—icsjr-Hoo^—'O^ 
un^csjcsjooto^ctitvj^ 

to_ to^ o^_ csj^ —I fo ^ fo 

csT (TO fYT" o" ^ rn — <" '-h" ro" 

«9- •— • 


roo>— 'csjto^"^oo^— iro 

00— Ho^urscsjtvjo^^fotoun 
r^»— lOO’— ’r^or^trsooor^ 

1— !•— iOO^oooor^r~~totoio 
0^0^0^ 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 


ctio^rooour5>— ir^iooo^oo 
csjr~~rO'— lOO^OtvjfY-jtoto 
— ro o_ to_ to oo_ 
r^iOi— lursi— losji— loo^— HOi 

un^cticsjooto^ctitvj^ 

to_^ to^ <0)_ og -H <V5 ^ fo 

csT iTo" ro" o" ^ rn ’— h" — h ro" 


roO>— <Oyjto^^oo^— iro 
oO'— 'O^tncsjtvjoi^potoio 
r^— Hoo— Hr^or^unooor^ 
I— T •— T o o^ oo" oo r^" r~C to to" un 
0^0^0^ 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 


ooooooooooo 


r~~o oooo^tooocsj 

ursoo oooounoooo^ 

r~~i.r 5 o^ooO'-HCsj^ 

urs^ ^oo^otor^csj 

oo OCNiocsiuni — o 

<V5 to CNJ^ -fee- o_ oo_ fo 

<v 5 fo oooo ^rouno 


^csjooo^foor^o 

o o ^ r~« oo o cti o o 

O^ 1— lOOOOCSJi— tfOOO 

urs^ oooticNjctictjT— lO 

oooo oooooooooooooo 

-fee- -fee- -fee- •&❖ -fe^ 


r~~oooooo^ooocsj 
ursooooeoooooooo^ 
r~~unoo^ooO'— icsj^ 
urs^^^oo^oor^csj 
ooooocNiocsiuni — o 
<V5 to ^ csj^ .&<9- o_ oo_ fo_ 
oooo oooo ^oouno 


^csjooo^ooor^o 
oooor~«r^ooocsjoo 
O^O^OOOOCSJi— lOOOO 
UTT ^ 0>^ CNJ CNI Ctl Ctl I— I o" 
OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO 
•&e- -fee- -fee- -fee - ^ -fe^ 


oooooooooo 
•&e- -fee- -fee- -fee- -fee- -fe^ 



•— <oootjooooor~~oO'— 'OO 
— ii— lursoocsjotrscsiO'— 'o 
ooiocsji— ir~~o^tooooooooo 
o^oo^oo^oooooo 
OCtIOOOOOOOOOO>— 'OO 
COCOCOCOCOCOCOOOCOCOCO 


I— 'i-HCtI»— 'CSJOOOOOO^lOO 

CSJIOOOO^OOOOOIO 
000000^0>— '^1 — OOCtI 
^or^-HOOO-Hr— 'oo>— ' 
OOOtJOOOOOtJOOOOOOOOOO 
COCOCOCOOOCOCOCOCOCOCO 


csjooor~«ootiT— 'ooloo 
I — oo*— '0^000000 
ooooooior~«ioooO’— ' 
oor^^oooooooioocsj 
CSJOOOOOOOOOCtlOCtlOO 
COOOCOCOCOCOOOCOCOOO 


834015 DREXEL UNIVERSITY $0 $80,732 $1,383,985 $80,732 $1,383,985 
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r'^oo— lunroo^o^ 
CTJOOOyJCNIO^CTJOOtXJ— < 
OOOOfO^O'— lOC^OC^ 
csjr~~o^eo^^touncsjro 
csjcsjoeoeoeocNi' — lOcsj 
cococococococococooo 


OOr- '^OO^^CXJ^^CT j 

oofoo^*— 'tor~~ooun^csj 

OOun*— iCsJ 00 <£>O^'-h<V 5^ 
COCSI^CsJO^Cr>^<V5CsJ 
ocNifocsji — icsjo^rofocsj 
OOOOCOOOCOCOOOOOCOOO 


un<x>ootooyjT-Huncsj^un 
^ uTs csj uTs 

CD ^ ^ I— I •— I Lrt urt uTj 
T— I— Hco^^csji— ic£>ooun 
CNicsjrorocsjcsjrocsjcsjo 
oocooooocooooocooooo 


>— lor^oouounooursfo 
Lr3^0^<v50tor~~t0'— I 
^—Hunoounocrji — 

T— IOOCNICSJOOCNI<V5CSJO 

cooooocooooocooooo 


833920 NAT’L COLLEGE OF NATURPATHIC MED $0 $66,043 $0 $66,043 
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'I— lootoo^uno^roooeouno' — iooto<x>^OOOfoor^eoo^' — lOto^ 
CTj-Hooun^^cDooo ^ oocsjr^ocTjciDfooootocD -fee- touncNjr~«CNii— icsjoo^ 
Ofounoocsir~~csj<x>un i — i<x>oor~~tooocNic£>cNi'— iro looounroooocsj 

r^oooo^o^— uno^rocsjcNi<x>csjoO' — loooo un<x>CNjeocNjCT)tor^ur5 

oor^fo^osjoounro ooocNI^O^ootooyJtooofo i— icsjcsiooofO'— i^oo 

t-H — I un un to <x> un to to cnj oo urs •&‘9- o OCNjooeooio^^to 

ro^cNi<v5to rofocNi ro csi cnicsjcsi cni <v5CNjcNjeocsiT — icsi 


tnr^>— ir^ocNi’~'i.r 5 <v 5 irocsjo^^oour 3 r^r^oour 3 *— lOcsj— looo^urso^oooofooiuo 

o^tours^toooooootooooyj^tn^o^oo'— 'to— HO^r~~csjo^i.r5totoo^o^o^o^oo 
o^ro'^i^cNjoo^moooi^^ootoi^^^'— 'O' — ior'»tomoyjcNiooi^i.r 5 C'>joor~«. 

lJ^l.n^^^^<V 5 fY- 5 <V 5 CSJCSJCSJ— Hi— I— Hr— It— li— Hr— lOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOr'»r~«. 

tototototototototototototototototototototoi.r5ir3i.r5ij^i^i.r5i^i.r5i.r5i.r5i^ 


O^I— '— -'OOtOO'if^OfOOOfOi.OO' — lOOtOtO^OOOroOr'HfOO' — lOtO^ 
^ o-hoou^^^ctjooo -fee- oocsjr'~-Ocr>tofooootoo -fee- tO'^^csir^cNj'— icsjoo^ 
Of 01 .r 500 csjr~Hcsjt 01 .r 5 I— itooor~~.tooocsjtocsj— Hfo rn.— Hoooursfoooocsj 

rH.ooooO’— Hcsjco^ i.nofocsjcsjtocsjoO'— loooo i.r5tocNjcocsjotoi~~.tr5 

OOI~~.CO^CSJOOur5fO OOOCSJ^OOOtOCSJtOOOfO i-HCSJCSJOCOfOi— '^fO 

I— 1 — H 1.0 05 to to lO to T— I tO CSJ OO UO rn. O OCNJ00C00505^t0 

fO^CSJCOtO fOCOCSJ CO CSJ CSJCSJCSJ CSJ cocsjcsjeocsji — ICSJ 


iorH.HHrH.ocsj— Hir 5 cofocsj 05 ^oour 5 rH.r~~.ooiO'-HOcsj— Hooo 5 ioo 5 oooofo 05 io 
05t0i0^t0000000t000csj^i0^0500’~'t0— '05rH.csJ05iOtOt005050^ 05 00 

05f0i0i0csj005f0000i0^00t0i0^^'— 'O'— 'OrH.tOfOCSJCSJOOiOiOCSJOOrH. 

lo” lO ^ ^ ^ CO CO CO csj" CSJ CSJ T— 1 i-H T—l i-H T-H I— 1 — H o o" 05 05 05" 05" 05 oo oo" OO rn." r~H 
tototototototototototototototototototototoioioioioioioioioioiolo 


00000000000000000000000000000000 



05 00 ^c 0 C 0 OcsjrH.csjc 0 ’— irn.— HOoo^rH. 1 — irH. 1— 100 00 05' — iooOt— lurscsjoo — hco 
oOi— itouo— Htocsji.r5rH.rH.<v50050— 'oooorH.tococsj05— Hco05 05coi.r5corH.csjr~H 
o^tootoi— itOT— loOi— irH.rooO’— 'rH.<v5ur5^CT5,-HrH.oo50505rH.oO'— icsjtoo 
cocooooooo^— Hr— loocoo^i— 'oouocococsjoo^uo^toorH.otO'— 'Ouo^ 
COCOOCSJ— HCOCOCOCSJi-HCOCOCO'— 'OOCOi— ICOCSJCOOCOOOCSJ— HCSJCSJCSJOCn 
COCOCOCOCOCOCOOOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOOOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOOOCOCOCOCOOOCOCOOO 


806700 MERCHANTS & FARMERS BANK $0 $57,572 $61,699 $57,572 $61,699 
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csjuno^oo^ ^cNji— lO^oocNifO'— 'OO’— Hco <x><lo 

<v5— HO^csito rooocsjr~«. 0 '— 

o^r^<v 5 ur>^ tooo^O'— 'to<x>r~«.or~~r~«. csjo^ 

o^oo<x>r^r~« ocsjootour 5 ^ 0 ^r~«.i— icsjo^ 0^0 

<x>oofoOur5 csjroo— I oo^ 

<x>Oyj<x>ur5i— I I— <cNicsjr~«.or^o^'— '•— 'O'— I utsilo 

urs csjeocNi cNirocNi'— <oor— i— hcsji— luo csj csj 

« 9 - 


r~~r^— iursr— itor^toromoO'— 'r~~r— loofo^o^oo 
-H<x)toeo>— 'uno>— ICO— <^ro^csjoooo^ ^ oo o 

urso^^vjeo'— 'Or^ror— i^o^CT 5 <x>unrofocsj ^csj 

r~~<x><x>cocoooununi.r 5 un^^^^^^^ <v 5 ro 

uTs ur> urt uTs uO to uO uTJ uTJ urt uO uO urt uO uTJ uTs uO urt uO 
^ ^ ^ oo ^ ^ 


csjuTsO^oo^eo^cNi'— 'O^oocsj^vj.— ioo>— irototOto 
fo— HO^CNj<ooorooocsjr~«. 0 '— 

o^r~~<v 5 ur 5 ^ 0 tooo^O'— 'to<or^or~~r^'— icsjo^ 
o^oo<or~«r^toocsjootour 5 ^ 0 ^r^T— icsjo^^o^o 
tooofoOuTJuocsjfoO’— i^r^^uo^tO'-Hunoo^ 
to cNj to uo I— I I— icsicNir~«.or^o^'— ii— lO— I un to 

urs csjeocNi cNirocNi*— looi — ir— icsji— lurs csj csj 

^ '&e--& 9 --& 9 - ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 


Our 3 r~«.fo>— H^to^— looocsj^OuOi — lorooo 
csj^ij^unun— ii— ioor~«.o^r~~r^o^— Ho^o^oo^to 
tourscsjtooO'— I'— '^rountootooO'-H»— ior~«.^ 
ooursoouncsjo^tofo*— 'Oi^o^fo^r— icsjtocsjfo 
oofooocsjcsjcsjoioo^untocsj— Hcsjro^i^fo 
^or~«.toforoooyjur 3 tocNjcsji — loO'— ' to oo o 

CSICSJt— iCSICSJCSJCSICSJ CSI<V 5 CSJCSI— HCSJ CSJCSJCSI 

« 9 - 


0)<v50^0oour5CNio^»— iooooooor~~otO’— 
un^rorooo^otoooyjtoo^urscsjotocsjo^ 

1 — 1 >— io^uncsja^oor~^to^csjoocsj>— looountoun 
ro <V5 csj" csT OsT — T — 7 ^ — T — 7 o' o" o" o' crT crT oo' oo' 

uTJ urt uO uTJ urt uO uTJ urt uO uO urt uO uTJ uO uO ^ ^ ^ ^ 


OtOi — ro— H^to^— looocsj^ouni— looooo 
cNi-Hununuo— II— loor^cTjt — i — ctj— loooo^to 
totocsjtoooi— ii— i^oountootoooi— ii— 'Or-*^ 
ootrsoouncsjo^tofoi— 'O^Ofo^i— icsjtocsjro 
oofoooc'>jOyjcsjooo^i.r 3 toc'>j’~'csjfo^ur 5 fo 
^or-'tofooooosjuotoosjcsji— looi— I to oo o 

C-iJCNJi— IC-IJCSJCSJC-IJCSJ C'>J<V 5 CSJC'>JI~HCSJ CSJCsJC-iJ 
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^c'lj^to^'— iroootO'-H 
OCSJCTj^O^iOCSJO^ 
—Hcijcsj^oooyjocntoo 
O'— ifouoroocsjro— Hcsj 
I— irofocsjroooorofo'— I 
OOOOCOOOOOCOOOOOCOOO 
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^ror~~cNiOi.nur 3 to<v 5 focsjun^^ur 3 unr^i.r 50000 oO'— '^r~«oooor^uncsj 

r~~too^csj^r^ooun<v 50 <x>oooooo^o^csjoo<x>r^ •&‘ 9 - o^unooor^r—iuntoo^ 

o^r— <Ofo<v5r^c£>r^o^cNi^tooocsjur3uno^cNi^fo ^ooeo'—'^i — itooun 

<v 5 ooo^^<x>'— 'oo^uno^r~~r^^oo^to^i.nur 3 oo r^o^^o^o^fooooor~«. 

<V 5 ^<V 5 ^ 0 >— '— -fee- csjcocsjcsjr^^tXJOyjcT) r^<v 5 r»«.^cNicsioo^r^ 

O to oo csj r~~ •&‘9- •&‘9- r^r~~r^Lr3O)00000^csj Oifoeotor~«to^r^O 

CNJCNI— (CNJt— li— I I— I I— I I— < ,_,CSJr— (— H i— I— HCSI i— (CNJCNJi— I t— I r— (CNJi— ICSJ 


o^ooi.r 3 ooooo^^^csjooo^^tor'~-’~'Otncsjo^untoooOCT)ooeooO'— icNitouno 
O'— itooooOT— i^rotno^o^o^cvjT— I— Hr'».r~'»i.n<v 5 ,— lOuTj •&‘ 9 - tofotoursuouncsj^to 
^roT— iCTjOsjocotooto^^^^^T— 'O^oococofor-* r'«.r~'~toeocNjoouncsj 


oooooor'~r~'~r'~tototn^^^^^^^fOfOfOfOfoc'>j 






-fee- -fee- -fee- -fee - ^ -fe^ 


^ror~'~c'>JOtnur 3 to<v 5 focsjun^^i.r 3 i.nr'Hur 500 ooooO'— i^r^oooor-'tncsj 
\ — tocr>csj^r'»ooun«v 50 toooooocr>cDcsjootor^ ootnooor^r— luntoo 

O'— 'OfOfor'»tor'~o^csj^tooocsjur3unoc'>j^fo •— i^ooeoT— i^t— itoouo 

oooo^tOT— loo^tnor'-r-'^oo^to^unursoo csjr'».o^oOfooooor'~ 

ITO^ITO^O'— IT—I^^^ ^ CSJtOCSICSJI — ^tOCSJCT) ^ 1 — iTOr^T— ICNJCSJCO^I — 
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CSJCNIr— IC-rJi— I t— I I— I I— I 1 1 I— ICSJl It— It— I— HC-tJ I ICSJCNIr— I i-Ht IC'>J'— ICSJ 
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OTOtrsTOTOO^^cNjcoTO^tor-'T— 'OtncsjountoTOOOTOTOoo^csjtouno 
O'— itoTOooT— i^TOtnooocsjr— I t— ir'«.r~'~unTO' — lOurjotoTOtouoursunc'j^to 
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OOOOOOOOOOtOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO 



toooTOt— ' r'»TOunTOcsjtr5^^TOOOr'~-TOtor'~0'— I’—iTO^^'— I t— icNi^csjr~«. 
tocsjouor''.'— i^un^^ootor'^oto^csjuncsjoocNiTO^OO'— 'OOi— 'TOTO t— I 
T— iOOCsJt— iOtOOTOr'»CsjCsjtOTOt0^r'~-TO’-— lO^TO’— itOT— iCNItOOOuOtO^ 
CNJOTOt— I— HCOOCSITOCS iTO^TOTOOr^tnoOtOOTOTOTOTOtOtOCNIOTOtOTOTO 
TOCNITOTOTOCNI’—iTOOTOt— icsJOCNIOi— iOCNIOt— lOsJTOOsJTOOyJCNJTOT— 'TOCNITOTO 
TOTOTOTOTOTOTOTOTOTOTOTOTOTOTOTOTOTOTOTOTOTOTOTOTOTOTOTOTOTOTOTO 
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oooursooo^r^ursiLOoo^tocNi^oOforooiOyjcsji — i^vjuncsjocsjc 
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-- - - •-- - O^uOooroCTiOsjrorocsjooc 
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o^oo<x>^eO'— 'OOOoo^cNio^o^tocotouTj^T— ioo^o^i.n^rooir~^r~«.r^r~~ur5i.n^roo 
o^o^o^o^o^o^o^o^o^ooooocr~~r^r^r~~r^r^r~~r^r^<x>toto<x>toi.r5Lr3ij^i.r5Lr3i.r5i.r5Lr3i.r5i.n 
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O'— 'o^^ooooo^ootoo^^ooofor^ursr^csjoi oocsj 

ooOfOiTOcrjO '— iooctjctjoo ^ i—io^csjcrjfoo r'«.cr>fo 
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CSJOCSJ'— i^OOTOOOtO TOTOOtOtOOOfO^ 
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818590 JPMORGAN CHASE BANK NA $0 $31,175 $2,539,066 $31,175 $2,539,066 
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>~iOO^ oo^csjror~«.rotour30^ 
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oooosjto— HO^<x>'— 'ooooo^unr^r^r~~i— iuncsjcsj^<x>OOyjrocsjur5tor~«ooo^^o 
oto<x>'— '00^<x>oooofoOyjcsi»— io^o^unr~^csj^^r~~csjO'— 'r~~^r~«r^oo^csja^ 
oocNicsji — lun^oOT— lOun—'OoO'— '0^to^o^<v5r^<x>i.n<v500^ur5CNiooo^r^o 
ooofoun<v5csj^o^Ofooocsjr^ootocNjoo^r^o^'— '<V5,— looooeoooo^'— 'csioo 

CSJOfOCNIfOfOOCNIfOfOCSJCNI<V50CNJOCSJfOOOOyjrOfOCNIOCNjeOCNICNICNirOCsJ 
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o<x>r~~o^ur> oofoto ooi.r5<x>a^csjo^o a^rooocsjcNiooocNi’— 'coi — i 

OOurscNir^ Oun^ •— ir^unounoto uno^otor^oorocsj— 
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^oo^co^O'— 'CNir^ooofoo^iLO*— i<v5rotoO'— 'oooocsjo^r~~oounootO'— 'Or^*— 'Oooo^ro^ 
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^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 
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^oo^cn^uo'— <csir^r~«.oocoo^tO'— icocotocsjT— ioooocsjo^r~~oounooto— hois~— hoooo^co^ 
csjor~~uno^uoo^ooo^r~«.cocsjT— i^Ounr~«.oo— H^un— <oois~r~~a^'— I— lO^oo^O' — i*— ir~«.^<x>uno 
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CO CO Co” CO CO COCOCOCOCOCOCSICSJ csj” csj" csj csj" csj csj csj I— T ^ y—^ I— T — 1^^, — 1^^ r— T —I y—l r— T o o o 
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4 ^ ^ 4 ^ ^ ^ ^ 444 ^- 4 , 4 »- 


ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo 

^ 4 , 4 i- ^ ^ ^ 444 ^- 444 ^- 4 , 4 »- 



uno^csj^co'—icooicsjcouncsicsj 
<£)•— i<x>r~«oocnr^oocsi— <ounco 

ococsji—io^T— lO^i — ir^o^T— loico 
CO<X>CSJO^^^i— iCOCSJCSJO^tOO 
CSJCSJCOCSJCSJCOCSJCOCOCO-hOCO 
OOCOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO 


r~«.ooounooocoor~~toooooto^ 
ooocoocoo^unr— i^o^cocsjtoo^ 
O'— 'ununoO’— icsjununococsjcoco 

OOcooor'»^OOOr'~ooocsji— I 
OCOO*— 'OCO*— 'COOCSJCSI— HCSJCO 

oooooooooooooooooooooooooooo 


r~~csjcoooO'— 'Ocouncsjoto 
oooununtoununcsjcoor'~un 
^OOOOCSjis^OOOOCSjoOO 
— HOOCOCO'— lls^OCSJOCSJ'— lOO 

CSJCSJi — ICOCOCSIOCOCOCOCOCSI 

OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO 


832124 ASSOCIATED SCHOOL EMPLOYEES CREDIT $0 $20,784 $814,387 $20,784 $814,387 
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r^i— lOCNi'— I'— <or^’— 'O’—'O^o^un*— HOOr~~r^<x>' — i«v5oour3tor~~ csi^ocNitocsj 

^ un o csi csj to •&‘9- to csj o^too^or~~csi<v 5 unoO'— '^csj<v 5 ^<v 5 uoeoofoo^r^ 

csjo^oooooo csjoo csjfotoo^o^r^^o^fo^^— <^«v5 *— leor— '^unr~«. 

totor~~tofooo oo^ oocsjr~~o^tounr^^<v5r^.— ifo<v50oo to^^o^to^ 

oo*— 'tr3ror~~o^ ro^ OOO"— lootooO'— 'Ofofooootooo oouocnji— looo^ 

•&‘9- oo— 'tocNjoo r^oo >— Ho^ooootocsjtnr^r'^totn'— 'O^T— 'to cNjr~« o oo 

^ (vf ^ 

4/^ ^ 4)^ ^4^^ ^ 


csjcsjtr3^<v5focsjcNio^r^r~~CT)r^^fOfocsjfoO'— icsjr^— lO^^OurstOOTfom*— I 
tncsjo^oo^toosji— i^^oofOfO'— 'or^oooooto— H i— 'O^ r^tn ^ ^ oo uo un csj 

rH.rH.toun^^^^^vjfi-jcNjcsjcsjcNi-HOio^oototo^i— 'OOO oo^oooooooo 

o' o" o" o" o" o" o" o" o" o" o" o" o" o" o" o" ctT o" ctT o" ctT o" ctT o" ctT ctT oo oo" oo" oo" oo” 

CSJCNICSJCNICSJCNICSJCNICSJCNICSJCNICSJCNICSJi— '•— li— li— li — I t— li— l—Hi — li— I — Hi-H, — li— (I — I t— I 

^ 4,4»- ^ 4,4^- ^ 4,4^- 4^ 4,4^- ^ 4,4^- 4^ 4,4^- ^ 4,4^- ^ 4,4^- 4^ 4,4»- 4^ 4,4^- ^ 4,^ 4^ 4,4^- 4^ 4/=i- ^ 4,4^ 4,4^. ^ 


r^.!— lOCNi'— ii— 'OrH. 1 — 'O’— 'OOrH.rH.<-Oi — i<v 500 tr 3 torH.OCNi^Ocsitocsj 

^ un o csi cNj to 4^ to csj ^ cr>tocr>Or — cNi^vjirjoo-H^csj^vj^^vjununeoorooi — 
csjooooooo csjoo csjrotooorH.^o^fo^^i— i^foOi— leoi— i^unrH. 

totorH.tofooo oo^ oocsirH.o^toi.nrH.^<v5rH.— nrofoooooto^^oto^ 

ooi— 'i.r3rorH.o ro^ OOOi— lootoooi— 'omeooootoooi— loouncNir— looo 

•&‘9- oo— Htocsjoo rH.oo — lO^ooootocNiuorH.rH.toun—- ' 0 ^ 1 — ito csi r^. o o oo 

— h” — h” 4>4»- 4^ v?- -fee- -fee- -fee- -fee- -fee- -fee- ^ -fei?- 

4^ ^ ^ ^ 4>‘i- 


csjcsjtr 3 ^<v 5 foOyjcsiorH.rH.o^rH.^<v 5 focsjroo— Hcsjrn.— Ho^^ouotoofofo— I 
ij^csioootoosji— i^^oofooo— HorH.oooooto— ii— io^rH.tnur 5 ^^ooi.r 5 i.ncsj 

rH.rH.toi.r5^^^^<v5focsjcsjcsjcsi— Ho^o^oototo ^— hoooooooooooooo 
o" o' o' o' o' o' o' o' o' o' o' o' o' o' o' ctT ctT ctT ctT cd' ctT o' o' o' o' o o oo oo' oo' oo' oo' 

CSJCNICSJCSICNJCNICSJCSICNJCNICSJCSICNJCNICSJi— '— H i— I— Hi— I— li— I—H t-H— It— It— li— It— I t— 'I — li— I 


oooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo 



tntofoi.r 50 rH.orH.i.r 3^0 

^^torH.^cNiootounrooyj 

I— ito^touncNitouoooi— 

rH.rooocsicsjooorH. 00^0 

csjfoosjroocNiOsjcNicsjfoo 

oooooooooooooooooooooo 


csji— irH.tr 3 i.ncsjoi.r 3 rH.<v 5 rH. 
OCNji— lO^CSJtOuTJ— HuTJOtO 

tootooorH.oofooooooo 

uOi— icsjrH.un— HrounrH.<v 5 rH. 
csjcsjro-HOOyjfoooiTOCNi 

oooooooooooooooooooooo 


csjcNji— iur>to^rH.^cNio 
<v 5 csjorH.^o^rH.ooi.r 5 to 
trsfoo^urso^o^o^uTscsj 

oo^un^i— lursroi— ii— lO^ 
— lO— 'Oooi—iroforocsj 

oooooooooooooooooooo 


814671 STATEWIDE FEDERAL CREDIT UNION $0 $18,784 $726,684 $18,784 $726,684 
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urso^o^cNj*— ir^unootocNio^r~«.oo^o^oo^r~«.to^<Lor^o^o^o^csjooo<x>tor^^ocNioa^csjo 
— H^ursurs^OfO'-Hununroto— Hr^ooo^oo^fo^oo^'— 'r^<v 5 — i^^csji— lo^uouncsj^oo •&‘ 9 - o •&‘ 9 - 
ooo^^cocooocNi^cNi^'— ' 0 ^ur 30 ^o^foo^ooo^for~~r~«.toooofooour 5 ^<v 5 csjfoorocsj •— ict) 

GO*— 'oooocNir~«ootocNi^o^cNior~«.oo^ooun»— lO^*— 'toOfouncNiur3rofo<v5ur5csjoocsjo un^ 

<x>oo— Hoor^eoo^foo— <r^OTur3csjr^<x>roun^r^'— i<x>r^i.r50^»— i 0 ^^^fo<x>o^'— lunoor^ r— ir^ 

oo to o T— ' -fe^ ooror~^r~«. 0 ’— loor^oo^ o^tooor~^cntotoounr~^^o^oooto toco 

V 9 - -fee- -fee- -fee- -fee- -fe^ 

« 9 - « 9 - 


r~~^^ur 50 ^ 0 f 0 foi.no^csji— ir~~^untr 3 T— io^csjr~«.oo^to^totorooto^o^toun<v 5 ^cNi^tofo 
totntouoootofocsji— ir~«.oototr 300 ^r~~tooor~~tr 500 ^ooocsjooo— HOoo^courjtnroT— itrs^ro 
r~^totr 3 ur 5 cocofOfOfo*— 'OOOOOio^o^oor~~toun^^^csjcsjT— I— I t— ioio^o^oooooooor~~r~«.r^ 
oooooooooooooooooooooooooooor^r~~r^r^r~~r^r^r~~r^r^r~~r^r^r~~r^totototototototototo 




tr 30 ^ 0 ^CNj'~<r^unootocsio^r~«.oo^o^oo^r~«.to^tor^o^a^oicsjooototor^^ocNioo^csj 
-H— itnuni-HOfOT— lunuOroto-Hi — oocr>co^co^ocr>.— ir^iro— i^^csjr— icrjununcsj^oo ^ o 
ootn^totooocsj^csj^T— io^Lr30^0^<v50^ooo^for~~r^toooofooour5^<v5csjroorocsj t— lo^ 

oOt— ' oooocNir~«ootocsj^o^csjor^oo^ooi.n— ho^— H toocoi.r5csitr3rorocoi.r5csjoocsjo to^ 

tooOT— 'oor^coo^foOT— 'r~«.oii.r 3 csjr^toooun^r~«.r— itor~«.uno^T— lo^^^rotoo^T — itnoor^ .— ir^ 

GO to o T— I -fei?- oOGor~~r^o— Hoor^oo^ o^tocor~~o^totooi.nr~~^o^oooto toco 

V?- -fee- -fee- -S^ ^",— 1 " 


r~~^^ur>o^OfOfoi.r50^csjT— ir~~T— iuOlOt— lOicsjr^oo^to^totOGOOto^o^tounGo^csj^tofo 
totntourscotofocsji— ir~«.ootoi.r 300 ^r~~tocor~~i.r 500 ^ooooyjooo— Hooo^rountrsroi — itrs^ro 
r'^totnuOGOGOfOfOGO'— <ooooo^o^a^cor~~toi.n^^^csjcsj»— I t— It— io^o^o^oocooocor~~r^r^ 
CO CO CO CO 00 c^ co" 00 " CO CO 00 CO co” 00 r~~ r~«. r~~ r~«. P'C r~«. r'C r~«. r~~ r~«. to to to~ to" to to to" to" to to 




000000000000000000000000000000000000000 



or It— I— I 

r~~T— icsjursr^cooocoocsj 

— i^<V 5 CNir~«OOCOT— 1 ^ 

cocococoocofOT— lo^ro 

OOyJ<V 5 «v>COeY->fT- 5 , — 1 ^^ 

COCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOOO 


T— iuntocsjirotr 3 r~«.unr~~to 

uOuncocsjT— I— HtootOT— I 
cr>T— 1^1 — tot — csjctjctj— I 
UOCSICSJt— It— lOOOOOOCO 
•— It— i<V 500 t— icsjroo— ICSJ 
OOCOCOOOCOCOOOOOCOOO 


CO— Hcsjotoor^osjoto 
csioofocsjountooo 
O’— 'Ot— loooototoun 
OOOsJCsJOCTJOOCOCOfO 
OcororoororocOT— iro 
oocooooocooooocooooo 


ootocoi.r 3 ro^r~~roco 

-ht— io-hcsjt— icr>r'».T— I 

oorocTj^^r— locsjro 
csjror'«.csjtOfOOcoro 
<v 5 roc’>j<v 5 csjroororo 
cooooocooooocooooo 


805090 CAPITAL ONE NA $0 $16,725 $0 $16,725 
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csjun^oij^oofooifoo^— '^oOr— <r~~oir^i.r 5 r~~oo^o^oor^o^'— leounr^csjo 
r~~^un^r~~Ofoun— H i— ir~«.rooo<x>r^'— loootoofooo r^.^^^oO'— iroo^ 

csjcNi^vjoooroursofoooo^oooootoo^urjcsjfoo^i-H— H ^vjeoi— i^tocNicNio 

uni.n<v 5 csi<x>o<x>'— '<v 5 ^ 0 ^irorH.rH.<x>fOi— i^<v 5 unootooo rH-^eo^rorouncsj 

^un^txJOi— I— Hcsj ^ CT) oo oo iTO un ^ o -fee- cn un i— i cnj r^. csj ^ oo oj cn ro un 
<v5 oo urs rn. i-H rn. un tounr^<x>touni.n to— nr^csjo^ un to urs un un 

-fee- -fee- -fee- -fe^ 


csjcNi— Hi — i^toOfooorH.rooorH.fototnooooootr 3 i.r 5 csjooo^o^i.r 5 r^i.n— Hco 
csj to oo to ^ •&‘ 9 - oOfo^ocNjo^trs^^ro— HO^rH.oforH.^eototoi.ni.nrocsj 
pH^totnuntnun untn^^vjrocsji-H— ht— i— ht— i— HOOOoor^rH.rH.totototouni.r 5 

totototototo totototototototototototototototn1.ntn1.r51.r51.r51.n1.n1.ntr5 


^ ^ ^ ^ 


csjtn^Otnoo— Homo^— H^oOi-HrH.o^rH.unrH.oo^oioorH.o^—HeotnrH.csjo 
I — ^ tn ^ r~H o ^ ^ _Hi-Hr — roootoi — -Hoootoorooo 1 — ^^^oO'-Hrocr> 

csjcsjroooorotn mooo^oooootoo^tncsjroo^— h— h mro— n^tocsjcsio 

tntnmcsitoo— H m^o^rorH.rH.toro— H^mtnootooo rH.^ei- 5 ^rorotncsj 

^ tn ^ to o -H -H .&e- 05 00 00 m tn ^ o -fee- 05 tn r-n csj r^. csj ^ 00 oj 05 05 ro tn 

m 00 tn rn. — H rn. totnrH.tototntn to— Hr^rsjo 5 tn to tn 05 tn tn 05 

-fee- -fee- -fee- 


csjcsj— Hi-H^to— H 0500 rH.cv 5 oorH.rototnooooootnincsjoo 05 05 tnrH.in— Hco 

csjtooorH.to^ootnoro^ocsj 05 tn^^ro— H 05 rH.ororH.^eotototntnrocsj 
rH.totntntntnrH.otn^rorocsj— H— H— H— H— H— HOOOoorH.rH.rH.tototototntn 


to to to to to to csj” -h" to to to to to to to" to to" to to" to" to to tn" tn tn” trs" tn trs" tn tn" tn" tn 






OOOOOOCSjrooOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO 
05 O ^ ^ 

05 tn 



csjtocsjtoro— HO^tn— h05 
ro 00 ^ 05 t 00 t 00^05 
rH.cv 5 torH.Lnoocsjocsjcsjo 

OOrH.cv5CSJOCSJ00 05CSJO<V5 

oororocsjrocsjcsj— HCV5CSJ 
COCOCOOOCOCOCOOOCOCOCO 


05050ootnoo05— HoorH.rH. 
otn^mroto— H^tn— Hcsj 
05 05CSJ^005000005tn05 
oocsjtncsjcsjrH.ooooto<v 5 cv 5 
csjmcsjroroOi-Hcsjo— HCV 5 
COCOCOCOOOCOCOCOCOCOCO 


05^0toro050tnooo 

ootntnocsirH.cv 50 toto 

^^ 05 CSJt 0 ^i— irOPH,! — 

050 csjcsjrH.oooo^csjcsj 
csji— irocsjcsjcsji— icsjmro 

cocococococococooooo 


823888 FIRST LIBERTY FEDERAL CREDIT UNION $0 $15,497 $694,542 $15,497 $694,542 
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csj<x>’— 'CNji~i^tooooocsjcsjoo^csj^^<v5r~«.i — lun^*— i<x>Ofo <LOoo<x>ro»— lurs*— icNio^rooo 

Ounr~~o^^cNir^^o^oo^o^oofo— Hror^r~~ooto^oooo^r^un oor^^r^fooyjoo^unroo^ 

ur30oooor^o^r^^fo^^csj<v5.— ir— i<v5<Looifor~«.foo^oOfo^r^ csjfoo^^ro<£>'— 'un<v5.-Hr— i 

GO <x> r~~ oo eo eo oo ro^csjoooroOGO^foo^^oouooor^Oyjcsjoo ooo^o^o^unc£>'— ir^—io^to 

r~~unr~~oO'— itooo oorotoroosjcsjoo •&‘9- csjr— i<x>otooo^un^roto csjr— lo^r^to •&‘9- uo oo o 

r~^<v5Gor^r^cor^ tour5r~«.tor~~<LO^ untoo^iLOtoooootoununro (loooutsiloo^ un^o^oor^ 

•6^ -fee- ^ ^ -fee- ^ -fe^ -fe^ ^ ^ -fe^ «<5- -fee- -fe^ ^ ^ 


r~~Lr3r~~ooojr^ur5CNiocsjcsjtoooo^un^ro^oOfo<v5rooo^r~«.uno^fo<x>roto>— ifLoourscsjoo 
— Hr— i<x>eoeo^'— ii— i^oooir~~o^o^<x>^unun^oi<£>^foo^oor^ •&‘9- ^to^— no^o^ooto^rocsj 
^^<v5GoeocNjcNicNicNicsjcsjoooooor~~r~«.to<x>tounur3un^<v5oofo rocsjcsjcsjooooooo 

urt uTs urt uTs uTs Uf5 UTJ uTJ uTJ un uO uTJ urt ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 




csj<x>— icNi'— '^tooooocsjcsjOo^csj^^<v5r~«.i— lun^T— i<x>Ofo<v5tooo<x>ro»— lurjT-HCNio^rooo 
Ounr~~o^^cNir^^o^oo^o^oofO’~'Gor^r~~ooto^oooo^r~«.unr~~oor^^r^rooyjoo^ur5roo^ 

ursooooor^o^r^^fo^^csjGO'— '»— i<v5too^Gor^foo^oOGO^r^GOcsjroo^^fo<x>'— lunfO'— ii— I 

oo <x> r~~ oo eo eo oo ro^csjooocoOGO^foo^^oouncor^csjcsjoo^ooo^o^o^un<x>'— ir^— no^to 

r~^unr~~oO'-H<^oo ooootorocsjcsjoo csjr— i<x>otooo^un^roto— icsji— io^r~«.to un oo o o^ 

r~~GOGor^r^cor^ toi.r5r^tor~~to^ ij^too^totoooootouoi^ro •&‘9- toooursiLOO^ un^o^oor^ 


r~~unr~~oocNir~«uncsiocsjcsjtoooo^un^ro^oOfOGOcooo^r^un<v5^ro<x>coto— Htoourscsjoo 
T— It— icoeoeo*— ir- H i— ir-HOOOir~~o^o^<x>^unur3^CT5<x>^foo^oor^r~~^to^'— 'CTiO^ooto^rocsj 
^^<v5eoGOCNicsicsic'>jcsjcsjoooooor~'~r-~to<£>toi.r5ur3ij^^<v5coroGorocsjcsjcsjooooooo 

urt u*3 urt urt ur> uf5 uTJ uTJ uTJ urt urt uTJ urt ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 




ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo 



<£)ur3<v5i.r>r'~«i— ii— itocsjr~«.csjtoo^ 
HO^oocNi^touni— icsjt— itoo 
I— iunoor-»ocor-»^foooorooo 
GOO^GOO^ursro^ciJO^ooooun 
<V5 -h<V5t— ' eOCNJC'>JOC'>JOCsJC'>JO 
COCOCOCOCOCOCOOOCOOOOOOOCO 


O^tOr— ICSjr-'.CO^OOO^OOC'iJOyJCSJO 
T— hoocsj<x>csjt— lunroto 
<LOfoi.r3oo^<x>oooioO'— 'uncoi— 
r'«.roOcsjcsjr~~T— lO^ooooo^— Hcoro 
csji— iGoooroosjT— icnjt— It— icNitvjroro 
oococooooocooooocooooocooooo 


csjounoror'T.csj^oo^r'T.fo 
ooooo^i.r50GOi.r50i.r3^ro 
o^ooOGOunoo^T— ii — ir~TOO 

GOO^COOsJCSJCSIOt— 'CTCSJ^^ 

GOCsJi — iGOCsjrOT— iCsJOOCsJfO 
COOOOOCOOOOOCOOOOOCOOOOO 


832487 ONTARIO SHORES FEDERAL OREDIT UNION $0 $14,012 $540,371 $14,012 $540,371 
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ii— I t— I oocsj^r~~csjo^r^csjfo^^>~iur 5 ^i— iur 3 ^<x>o^cO'— 1^0 to 

csj m o fo ^ untountocTjcNji — o^r — oo^>— lOtocDOiro^cooroo — ' 

oo^oifo ^toursi— io^ror~~oir^ooOfounoor~~fooor~«'— 

ooo^foo^ tor^urs^^^csji — itoo^^too^T— 'r~~oooyjij^oOT— 'p^o^ o 

o^^ooo^oo oo^r~~fO’— '^r~~r^ 0 ^rocsj 0 f 00 ^— h^OoOt— ' r~«rooo oo 

<v5 -619. 00 00 r~~ un ^ •&‘ 9 - untotountotor^oor^tourj^i.rsr''.^ ro to 


o^r^totocsjo—- 'oo^or~~founcsjotO'— ictjooroo^ooto' — lo^ootoo^r^csjoro 
o^ o^ o^ 00 r~~ <v 5 o^o^ooo^r^tocsj^or~~i.noootoun<v 5 fo— Htouoo^unctj 

0 ^ 0 ^ 0 ^ 010 ^ o^r^r^r^tototourjursun^^^rofOfOfOfoeocNjcNji— I t— ii— I o 

C*~> C) C*~> C) C*~> <V 5 fT- 5 fOfOfOfOfOfOfOfOfOfOfOfOfOfOfOfOfOeOeOeOfOfO CO 




r~^^T— ii— I t— io^oocsj^r~~ctjo^r^csjfT- 5 ^^.~iur 5 ^,— luo^too^to^^ototo 

csj ro o CO ^ un uotountocrjctjr — o^r — oo^t— iotocr>oco* 3 'ooocooOT— 1 

oo^o^coo^ ^totrsi— io^cor~~o^r~~ooocoijooor~~cooor~«^r^^'— 'O^ 

ooo^coo^co tor^oo^^^csji— itoo^^too^T— 'r~~oocsjur 5 oo^r^o^coo 

O^^oooioOt— ' oo^r~~coT— i^r~~r^0^focsjoco0^— H^OoOT-Hr^cooOT— ICO 

CO 00 00 r~~ O^ uTj ^ O^ •&‘ 3 - untotountotor^oor^tourj^unr^^ co to 


o^r^totocsjo^— Hoo^or~~coiJOctjotOT— icsjoocoo^ootOT— 'o^ootoo^r^csjtoco 
o^o^o^oor^uncoo^o^ooo^r^tocsiT— lOr^unoootouococo’-Htourso^i.ncsjoo^ 
o^o^o^o^o^o^o^r^r~~r^tototoi.nur>i.r 5 ^^^cococococococNicNii— I t— It— It— lO 
CO CO CO co" CO co" co" CO CO CO co" CO CO CO CO CO CO co" co" CO co" CO CO co" CO CO CO CO CO co" CO CO 




00000000000000000000000000000000 



cor^T— iunr^csito^r~~^ooootototoi.nur 30 ’— ico^r^oooounrT'.unooco'— 'T— 1 ^ 
tc>cNir~~i.r 5 csji.nr~~i.ncoco^i.r 5 co^r~~i.r 50 oocococsjr^o^^o^tocNi^csji— ICO— H 

^oo^uTjr^cotooooocsjooo^urj^oOT— lOurstooo— -'r~~to^— -'Or~«or^or~«. 
cococooocsjcoosjunoocNiOyji— iooocoocsjoor~~co^toocsjtoco'— icNioocsjcooo 

COCNJt— iCtJCOCOCO—- ICSJCtJCOT— I t— iCtjT— li— iCOt— 'O sJCOCSJi— I t— iCOOsJCOCNICOOCOCOCSJ 
COCOCOCOCOCOCOOOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOOOCOCOCOOOCOCOCOCOOOCOCOOO 


821916 KEYSTONE UNITED METHODIST FOU $0 $13,067 $692,585 $13,067 $692,585 
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csjunooocoooi.n^ro<Loa^r^oa^unoor~«.r^<x>tooofoa^fo<v5ooto<x>toto^O' — lurscsjoo^ooi 
r~~ <x> •&‘9- eo^co'— irooocsjoooo •&‘9- r^r^unuo^csjoo^ocsjr^o^unr^oo^o^o -fe^ to r~~ ro -fe^ cni 
< v 5 r~«. oOr-HOooounmun^ csji— ir~~ir5totocsjo^o^roi— lo^o^^oo^oi— ' o^^vjo^oosj oo 

cNjeor^for^un^ror^ •— ii— iour5tooyjcsjoor~«.oooocsji — itoo^cNioo o^ootO' — i— i CT) 

•&e- cr> o>— 'Ooounr^rocTji — csjcsj^csjo^ 4^ csjrot — o^ogto-— 't — ^to^ to^— <csito ro 

to toursoO'-Hto^tooo^ toun^oor^ r~«.tor~~^to^tototor~«.i.r5r~^ i— i to to to 

•&e- -fee- -fee- -fee- ^ 


oo^— 'tooo^o^csjotoro^too^'— 'to^^oounun>— loo^o^oo^— ’OO^trscsjr^trstO ' — iutsoocni 
o^tncsji— leocNji— lotouotrsi— lootocsjtnuoroto^otooofo— Hor^oor^foosj— Hooo^o^oor^to 
o^o^o^o^r~«r^r^r^tounur5un^^^<v5rofocsjcsjcsj*— loooooiooooooooooooootototototo 

CSJCSJCSJCNICNJCNICSJCSJCNICSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSICSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJCSJI— I— Hr— li— I— Hr— li— I— Hr— It— I— Hr— li— I 


^ 4 ^ 4 /^ 4 ^ ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 


csjij*30ootoooun^fotoa^r^oo^i.r5oor~«.r^totooofoo^fo<v5oototototo^O'— 'tncsjoo^ooi 
I — to -fee- eo^tOi-Hrooocsjoooo -fee- i — i — tnun^csjoo^ocsjr^crjuni — ocno^o 4^ to t — cr> fo to 4^ cni 
<v 5 r~«. oo^oooounroun^ csjt— ir~~ur5totocsjo^o^rot— lo^o^^oo^o^— ^ o^^vjo^ocnj oo 

CNjeor^ror^un^ror^ t— ii— lototoosjcsjoor^oooocsji— itoo^csjoo o^ootOt-H— ^ 

4^ cr> Ot-HOoounr^oocrji — csjcni^csjctj -fee- csjrot — o^csjto>— it — ^to^ to^— icNito ro 

to tounoO'— ito^tooo^ toun^oor^ r^tor~~^to^tototor^unr~~ t— i to to to 

4^ ^ ^ ^ 4^ 4,4»- 4^ 4^ 4,4»- 4^4,4»-4^4^4,4»-4^4^4,4»-4^4^4,4»-4^ ^ 


OO^— HtOOO^O^CSJOtOCO^tOO^t— itO^^OOtOun— lOO^O^OO^— 'OO^tOCsjr^tOtOt— Itooocsj 
o^tocsjt— leocNii-HOtotOuOi— lootocsjtouofoto^otooofo— ior^oor~«.rocsjt— iooo^CT)oor~«.to 
o^o^o^o^r^r~«r^r^totOtr5un^^^<v5corocsjcsjcsi— Hooooo^ooooooooooooootototototo 

CSJ CSJ CSJ CnT CNJ CsT CSJ CsT CsT CSJ csj" ctj csj" CSJ CsT CSJ CSJ ctj CSJ Csj" ctj CSJ Csj" ctj CSJ CSJ I— 1 t— I ,-h’' I— i t— I t— i I — I T— i" r— 1 T— I T— 1 I— r 




OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO 



oo^— <tocNjeo^^too^cr)^ 

^OOtOOOO^t— It— It— 'O^O^O^OO 

oooyjtr30^r~«eor^ooo^csjoooifo 
— <r~~r~~ootoeo^ctjrocsjt— lOfO 

iTO— I— 'CNJOCNICtJCtJr— looorocsj 

cococococococooocoooooooco 


tooo^r~«.totr30foo^r~«.oootoo 
csjtooyjtocsjooofoo^tnr~~tr5ro 
ur5r^o^oooo^to^csjtor~^roto 
o^ooot— 'tofocsjunr~~rocsitocsjcsj 
•— ictjoocsji— loocsjctj— icsjroOt— 'ro 
oooocooooocooooocooooocooooo 


coo^t— 'r~~o^tor~~r~«.to^totn 
iro-Htoo^^oocsjotooi 

O^CSJCtJ— Hr— Hr— ItOOOCSJ^OOOl 

ooooo^i — roi — ooooosjroo 
csjt— loosjroctjoocsji— Hooroi — 1 
cooooocooooocooococooooo 


832275 UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN CU $0 $11,656 $800,292 $11,656 $800,292 



130 




oocsj<x>un<v5tor~«.irocsjcsi^Oun^>— ifoocNi’— 'tocsjtoursto toojo^ i 

ocNiOyj^<x>^<x>o— Htours — Ho^r~~^<x>ooo^o^oo^<x>^ ^csio^o^ r^ro 

uni-H 0 Ocsj»— i^r~~oo<x>ocsj •— lO^^i— i^ooosji — ir— itoc£>to r-Htoojun cvjro 

unro— icNi^ur 5 csjoocNjcNi<v 5 csjcNio^oo^foursto— hcni^oo oocor~«'— ' c'jr~«. 

<x>oooyjur 5 T— ir^<v 5 ooo o ^un^ooo^'— 'Otoooo^to r^oofo t— iij^ 

<v 5 to<v 5 r— lO^uTj^urj^ ^ ^i.r 5 ur 3 i.r 5 <v 5 ^<x>rountour 3 ^ ^un^to ro 


ooooo^unij^o<x>to* 
— Ho^ooun<v 5 fooyjoor 
UTJ uTS UTJ uTS UTJ urt ^ • 


)r^^csio^r^»— iuno^to<v 5 for~~cNio^ooO'— 'unoito 

<ooo^Oyjcsjcsji— icr>un^ro-HOi ^ cn eo o o ro — ' 

•^<v5fOfOfOfOfOOyJi — I t— I i— I— lO OO^O^OItOOOOO 

r _r ,— r — r -4 r-r -4 .— r -4 — r —r — r -4 r-r —Too o' ctT o' o' 




oocsj<x>i.r 5 <v 5 tor~«.rocsjcNi^Oun^— HfoocNjT— I'-ocsjourstor^ocNio^'— '^T— ' 
ocNiOsji— i<x>^oo— Htoun — Ho^r~~^<x>ooooooc£>^r~^'— 'CNio^or^r^ro 

uTSi— loocsi— H^r~~oooooyj >— lO^T— i^oooyji— I t— ito<x>toO'— itocNiunoocsjro 

unro— Hcsj^uncsjoocsjcNi^vj csjcsjooofourstOT— icsj^oOt— looor^T— 'Ocsjr^ 

oooosjunT— ir^<v5ooo o ^un^coOT— 'OtooootOT— ir~«oom' — ii— luo 

<v5to<v5,— lO^uTj^urj^ ^ ^i.nuni.r5<v5^<x>rountoi.r>^ v?- ^ urs ^ to •&❖ oo 


ooooourjunototOT— icsjtor^^csjor^T— iur 50 ^tofOfor~~csir~~^ooO'— lunoto 

T— lo^oouneofooyjoor^to— 'Ooo^csjcsjcsji— lOun^roT— 'Or^r^oeooOfOT— I 

tourjununununurs^^^^^^vjfofofofofooyji— I— ht— I— H ooooootooooo 




OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO—hOO 

CO 

o' 



totoor^r^unooto'— 'oo 
csjr^oi — -hooctji — T— i^fo 
toooo^couno^oo^o 
CSJOOOsJOOCOtOOyJOCNJOOCO 

COCNICOCNJt— ICNI<V 5 , — |<V 50 CO 

COCOCOCOCOCOCOOOCOCOCO 


cNir^totounr^i— I t— loocsjo 
uTSOt— 'OO— Hi— I<V5000 
T— ioOt— icoi.nur 3 ^csjrH.csjto 
uOt— icsjcoforn.^Or'HCsjro 

OCOfOCOfOT— 'C'>JOyJC'>J<V5fT-5 

COCOCOCOOOCOCOCOCOCOCO 


OfocorH-ursuTiroounuo 

oouncocNieooooo^o 

^i~iootocorH.ooi.r 5 ooi.r 5 

tOunCNJCNIOOCNICSIOOOT— I 

i~ic'>jcocoocofoc'>jforo 

cooococococooococooo 
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csjoo^eoeo^oouno^ootoun— ir~«.csjr~~csjro<v5— iooootooocsjroCT)csjooi<x>'— — i^rocsjo 
I — ^ csjtoo^r^cTjcsjooocsjoo^i — ootxjcr>coooooun<v50>— '<v5oofOfo— i^oo— ii— itor^o -fee- 
<x> oo*— leocoo^unr^ro*— ir^urso^csjurst^unooo^csjO'— 'r~«.r^^ooo^csjooootor~~ur5csj 

GO <x>oeo^ooooo^tocsji — i^o^r^ur30oooyj<Loro<x>*— iroun*— icsjounr^oroun<v5csjr^ur3r~«.^ 

un o^eoco^tor^ro^csjoo<x>OfooOfour3ur5 un o •&‘9- r^oo^ocsjo^^oocsjoo<£>oO'— ' 

^ urs^tours^untouoiLO ^^un^ootours^ roun un^csj^urjurs^ro^^to 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 


^<v5— iuntoojroi— lO"— if'^.o^oO'— 'oo*— 'r^<x>tor^ooo^foo^ocNi’— 'oo^o^oooursoooroto 
r~~^csj^o^ur5ootoo^r~«.toun^ocsj^csjT— ioa^oooyjto^GOcsjo^ur3ur5^^00<x>to^or^un 
r~~r^r~~r^tocoi.nun^^^^^^focsjT-Hi — i-— ioooo^oio^o^oooooooooooooor~~r~«.r^r~~<LOto 


oooooooooooooooooooooocr>cr)cr>cr>cr)cr>cr>cr)cr>cr>cr)cr>cr>cr)cr>cr>cr) 

— I— I— Hr-Hr-Hr-Hl— ll— ll— Ir— I^^I— l^r— ll— 1 ^ -fe^ ^ ^ -fe^ -fe^ -fe^ ^ -fe^ -fe^ ^ 




csjoo^eoGO^oourjOTroiLOun— Hr^csjr~~csjro<v5'— 'oooo<LOoooyjro0 ^csjoo^<x>'— — i^rocsj 

\ — ^ csjtoo^i — CTjcvjoooc^oo^t — rotocr>«30oooun<v50'— 'iTOcoroiro— '^oo— ’•— '<x>i — o 

<x> oo^eocoo^unr^ro— ir^uno^csjurstounooo^OyjO'— I— Hr^r^^ooo^csjooootor~~ur5csj 

oo <x>oeo^ooooo^tocsjT— i^o^r^ur30oooyjtoro<x>'— irours— icsjou^r^oooun<v5csjr^ur3r~«.^ 

un o^eocO'— 'tor^fo^csjoo<x>Ofooorour3ur5 urs o r~«.oo^ocNio^^oocsjoo<£>oO'— ' 

^ un^tours^untounto ^^un^ootours^ ooun •&‘9- un^csj^unun^ro^^to 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 


^GO— HuntocNiroi— lO— <r^o^oO'— 'oO'— 'r^<x>tor^ooo^foo^ocsi— HOO^O^OoOl^oooo^to 
r~~^csji— io^ur5ootoo^r~«.<LOun^ocsj^csji — ioo^oocsj<LO^<v5csjCT5ur3ur5^^00<x>to^or~«.un 
r~~r~~r~~r~«tocoi.nun^^^^^^rooyjT— ii— I— HOOOa^o^o^o^oooooooooooooor~~r^r^r~~toto 


o' o" oooooo'oo o” o o o' o' o' o o' o' o o o cr> CT) ctT cr> crT crT cn crT cr> cr> crT crT cn o crT crT crT 

_H— l-H— I— I— I— I— I— I— <— Hr— l-H— It— l-H— ir— I— <— it— 




ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo 



gooooh— H urst— luncsjoo^ 
oooooOh— ir^ooooo 
O'— 'oursoocounoo—i 
csj^^cNieoot— icsjoi — 

GOGOOsjeoeocNjromcNicsj 

cococococococooocooo 


OO— i^^ours^ooto 
^OurtroO— HOOOsjro 
^toocsjcsj^r^oooun 
csjroOcsjroGOOr^cNjo 
csjocNjcorot— icsji — icsj.— 1 

oooocooooocooococooo 


ooor~«.oooyjur5ooi.r3^^ 
OO^OOsJcsji— lOOO 
^OsJO^OOOOCsjOOO 
toocor^OyjrocsiGor^O 
CNicsjrocNicsjrocNiGO'— icNi 

oocooooocooooocooooo 


ursuofoootoo^to 
oocsjr — ooo— lO 

^OfO— II — 0^00 
ooo^cofOGOcsjr^ 
csjoOirororoiroro>— I 
cooooocooooocoooco 
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ooooursurjcsjcNiursr^^roosj 
^r^c£)^o^ro<x>unr~~csjcsj 
ununoooi^to^r^r^toc£> 
(TO csT rC oo" — H — T o' 

oooooo^^OiTor^ -fee- un 
<v 50 <x>cNi^i.r 5 ^ro ro^ 


ocNio^'— lootoocNior^un 
csjoootour 5 unun^<v 5 oooo 
otoununursunursunun^^ 


ooooi^uncsjcsjursr^^rooyj 
^r^to^cTjfotounr — csjcsj 
uni.nooo^^to^r^r~~to<x> 
<V 5 csT rC oo" ctT -^’' ^'' — T o" -^’' 
ooooocn^OiTor^ -fee- un 
<v 50 <x>csi^i.r 5 ^ro ro^ 
-S^ -fee- 


ocsjO'-Hootoocsjor^un 

csjoootoursunurs^^vjoooo 

otouTsunununursurjun^^ 


ooooooooooo 
•&e- -^e- 


csjoo^<x>rour 30 ^^<x>'— ' 
o o csj un o ^ cr> o ^ ^ 

fOCSJi-H<X>^'— I <X>^CSJi-H 

o" ^’' o" ctT o" — T ito t— T o" o~ 

ocsjcNicsjooun ^tooo^ 

to ^ ^ fo un •&‘9- csj uTj ^ ro 


»-HOOooo^oor^ 0 ^for^'— iro 
r^to^fooor^too^tnro 

o^ o^ o^ o^ o^ o^ 


csjtoo^tofouno^^to'— ' 
o o ur> to ^ ^ cr> o ^ ^ 
rocsji— ito^»— I to^csji— I 
o' o" ctT o" — T fo — T o" o" 
ocsjcsicsjootn ^tooo^ 
to ^ ^ fo uTj •&‘9- csj un ^ fo 


I— iooooooor~~Ofor^’— ifo 
r^to^fooor^tootrsfo 

o^ o^ 


ooooooooooo 


— r~«eoeocr)OOro 
ooootntooto^csjrooo 
ourjtotor^tntoo^^ 
unto^^uOr— (CNi^uno 
^^oo^^otoooocsj 
tn ^toeours^cNicNioo 

•&e- -fee- -fee- -fee- •fe'?' •&❖ -fe^ 


O^^OOOOuTJi— ii— ii— 1 ^ 

ooooO'— ii— loouncsjo 

og r-H I— 1_ T— I-H^ 0_ 0_ 0_ 0_ 

o^ o^ 

-fee- -fee- -fee- -fee- -fe^ 


^^r~~r^eoeoOOOoo 
ooootntooto^csjfooo 
ountotor~«ur 5 too^^ 
trsto^^uOr-Hcsi^uno 
^^oo*— '^OtOOOOCsJ 
tn ^toeouo^cNicNioo 
^ 


o^ooooursi— ii— ( 1 -ht— I 

ooooor— '•—'oouncsjo 
CSJ^ I-H 1 — T— 1 ^ o_ o_ o_ o_^ 

o^ 

•&e- -fee- -fee- -fee- -fee- -fe^ 


oooooooooo 
•&e- -fee- -fee- -fee- -fee- -fe^ 



tnooo^founcsjoooooo^csj*— loooo^oOr-HOtotrsoofO' — ir— ii-HCNjootoor^r~«. 
— H^tno— 'csj^r~~ro^'— i^csioooO'— itnoootno^oo^r^r^csj 
r~~tofototnoO’— 'OOOOor^O'— loO'— icsj^T— i<v 5 ^ 0 ootoour 5 CNjcNitor^to 
csjotooor^ooooooosjrocsjcvjcsjro^^iTOtocsji— lOfo^tocNicNjootofo^ 
<V5fO»— ICSJ<V50CNJ0'— I'— '<V5iro<V5,— (<V5iro*— irOfOr— '<V5CSJ>~ii— I t— iCNjeoeO' — ICTJCTJ*— I 
COCOCOOOCOCOCOOOCOCOCOOOCOCOCOOOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOOOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOOO 
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— icsjurs^i— ir~«r^csjoooor~~r~«.^<v 5 ur 5 ur 5 r~«.ur 5 too^ 

<v 5 oOfor~«ooeocsjr^^ur 50 o csjcsjo^^r^ 0 ^<v 50 ^tor~~ 

o^o^o^^ourso' — ii— luncsj o^ooun<£>r~«.csjur 3 <LO^— ■ 


^r~^^eooor~«founr^— H<Lo 
— Hco^oeooooo^ooouo 
un^^cNjeocNj^ror- <^oo 


^ ^ ^ -(K^ 


urs un 


cNiursroooo^o^^o 
T— ito— loot — r^oo-H 


un (TO -fe^ ^ csj cNi ^ 


V 9 - -fei?- -epe- ^ 


O’— Hcnooi — I — ooor— i^ocNifoi — oo 

^ooor'’»oooour 50 o 0 ’— ir'^Osjcsji'’'. 
oooo^osjcsjoofoocsjurs^oor'^oto 


Our 3 r~«.^ooocNior~«.ooooor~’~r~«.o 
rofoo^ounoo— H^i-H— Hcoo— Hij’scsj 
^ooro^o^fOfo^^forocNifocsjurj 




oounoo—- 'eour5^unoor~«.0’— 'ursfoo^oioocofoor'^oo'— lOO' — lurstoooO’— loooun 

uncsjur 5 oooofoor'’»oi^fo— Hoor'’»o^fOfo— H i— 1 — H to^roro— HOooo^csjoor'Hr’^.ouoro 

oooooorH.rH.r»»totoootooi.r5i.nunur5i.nur3i.r5i.nur3 ^^^^^^rofororocsjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsj 

cococococococococooooooocooococooooococococo cocooococooococooooocooococoooco 


i-HCsjun^i— irH.r»»c’>joooor~’»r'H^<v5uni.nrH.ur5tooooO’— 'OOOr~«.r«»ooOi— i^ocNifor'Hoo 
oooooorH.ooeocsjP'H^unoo Oyjcsjo^r~«.o<v50^'-OrH.o^^ooor’H.ooo<-Our30oOi— iP'^csjcsji'’*. 

OOO^OursOi— ii— luncsj ooounor'Hcsjursto^— H^oooto^Oyjcsjoofoocsjur5^oorH.o^to 

^rH.^oooorH.roi.nrH.— ito — ht— icsjur 3 rooooo^ooooi.r 3 r'«.^ooocsior'HoootoorH.r«»o 

— Ho^oeoooooocouTs ursuni— lO— 'oorH.r~«.oO’~' roforooursoo’— i^i— i— iroo’— luncNi 

un^^cNjoocNj^roi— 1^00 ^^csjcsi^ ^ooro^o^fofo^^forocsioocsjun 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 


oounooi— leours^unoor'HO— Huoroo^ooooofooor'HOtO'— 'OOi— lo^toooO’— 'Oooun 
uncsjunoooofoor’H.iLounfO’— ioorH.<x>^rofO’— ii— I’-Hoto^rofo— HOooo^csjoor~«.r«»c£>i.r 5 fo 
oooooorH.rH.r»»toto<Lototooi.r5i.r5ur5i.r5i.nur3ij^i.nur3^^^^^^^fo<v5rorooyjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsj 
oo” oo oo” oo od" od" oo oo” oo” oo” oo” oo” oo” oo” oo” oo” oo” oo” oo oo” oo” oo oo” oo” oo oo” oo” oo” oo” oo oo” oo” oo” oo” oo oo” oo” oo” oo 


ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo 



^i— i<x>ooooorH.unoo^ 
rH.a’jfocOHHO^rocsjuni— I 
’—HunooursoocNicsjo^oo 

CSJCSJOOCNIOOiXtOOOCSIC^ 
iTOiTOOsjeoeOi-HOi— li-H’— I 
OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO 


^C’>J<X>CsJtOur 3 ur 5 tO<V 50 
oo*— I— H i— I^L ncsJCSICSJOO 
— it-H^O^OlfOOOOOOsJCsJ 
CSJ^OOOOi— lOO’— ICSJCSJOO 
rorooyjroi— loooorofo’— I 
OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO 


r'«.ur 3 oo^oor~«.un<v 5 ^un 
r'«.rH.T— ir»»<X>oocsi— Hcsjro 
oooiLOr'H^oooourtOOi 
csicsjroroOOO^— Hoocsi 
rofocsjro’— 'roc’>j’~icsjro 
OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO 


ocsjoiurt’— luOi— ir~«.i — 1 

csjooo^oorH.cr>ocr) 
i—hO^i— irH.^tooi.r 50 
oor'Hcsicsjtor’^.^rocsj 
<v 5 csjC’>j<v 50 CNiOroro 
oooooooooooooooooo 
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r~~^^or~~ooo^oior^<£>oor~~r^<x>to<x>'— 'ooocsjto o urs*— ir~«too^^— i 

^to^r^oo^O'— I t— itounroo^^fOfoO'— <<x>^uni— I to ^to^ooooco 

O^O^r~~r^r^O^>— ito*— 'O^r~~ooo^0^oo^r^tor~~0i0^csi csj i-hi— lursr^cNioo^ 

ifoo^unooofoooo^ooooiotoosjrounro >— ' ^o*— 'fo^roo 

csj totoo^fo— Hoocsjcsi^un— H^ototo^^oo^ csi to*— icnicsiocnio^ 

<v5^ur3 unroforo<v5^ur3iro<v>cNi ^<v5csj<v>irouncNi ro cniuts^cni^cnioo 


csj^ursr^csj^ursfoo^oo^un^vjfofoo^^cNitO'— icsj^ooourso^ooto'— 'OOO 
— Hun^i— lO^r^tofO'— 'Or~~^cNji— loourjununo^oop'^'— I •&«9- fo •&‘9- csi ^ to -fe^ 

csji— I— (I — iooooooo^oio^o^oooooooor~~r^r^r^ to totoursunununuo 

oooooooooooooooooooor~~r^r~^r^r~~r^r~^r^r~~r^r~~r^ 


r^^^or~^ooo^o^or^<-ooor~~r^tototO'— 'ooocNjtour 30 r~~tni— ir^tooi^— I 
^to^r^oo^O'— itounroO^^^^t^O'— ito^'^'— '<v 5 tocsj^to^oooo<'^ 
O^O^r~~r^r~~o^— HtO'— 'O^r~~ooo^ 0 ^oo^r~~tor~~ 0 ^ 0 ^csjtocsito^'— luor^csjoo^ 
^r^r~~cNi»— iroo^unooOfoooo^oooo^otocsjrounror~~'— ii^^o^fo^foo 
cr> csj totocTjfo— loocsjcsj^un—H^ototoi — oo^ ^ csj -fee- to •— ' cnj cni o cni cr> 

<v5^tn tnrofOfOfo^uorofocNi •&‘9- ^focsj<v>founcNi ro cNjurs^csi^csiro 


Csj^tr 3 r^csj^tr 3 roo^oo^un<v 5 fofoo^^csjt 0 '-Hcsj^tr 30 r~~ur 50 ^oot 0 '-H 00 
•— lun^i — lo^r^tofo— ior~~^Oyjt-Hoountnuno^oor^'— '<v 5 focsjcNj»— lo^r^r^r^to 
csji— I— H i— iooooooo^o^o^o^oooooooor~~r^r~~r^tototototour 5 uni.nunur 5 
oo oo oo” oo oo” oo" oo oo" oo oo" rnT r^. rnT r^T rnT r^T r^. r^T rnT r^T rnT r^T rnT r^T rnT r^T r^T r^. r^T r^. r^T r~«r 


oooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo 



<v 5 rH,oOtOOOOOO— ifOfO 
rH.oo^fotoi.n^to^fOfo 
csjo^— HCNicrjroirooooo^ 
ooootoi.no^csjrH.csi<v 5 csjcsj 

Ociji— icsjofocsjroforotvj 

COCOCOCOCOCOCOOOCOCOCO 


rotnrH.^csjrH.tootorH.csj 

tOCSJ^OfOiTOOOyJOt — to 

^^o^orH.torH.rH.ur 5 csjrH. 
OOOfOtOOOfOi— 'OOOOfO 

r— lOOOyJC'>J<V 5 fY- 5 <V 5 ,— ICSJCSJ 

COCOCOCOOOCOCOCOCOCOCO 


^^rH.too^i.r>i— loo^o 
— Ht— i^ursoeooo^o^i— I 
ootoo^ooi.r 5 ur 5 fooorH.to 
csjroo^rH. 0 ^^ 1 — irofocsj 
orooi— 'CNjeoromroro 
cooococococooococooo 


831513 UNIVERSITY OF COLORADO $0 $7,548 $7,548 
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iCSJCNICTJCsJ^^CrjCO 
<V5CSJ^OOCNIuntOtOOOOOO^'— I 
0^r~~to^r~«o^csjr— looofoocsj 
csjooco^eoo^fouTJuno^r^o^o^ 
— iuncNi^r~«otXJ>— 'cr>— ir^^csj 
•&‘9- urseourscNjurjro^^oorooyjro 
^ ^ ^ ^ 


csjcsjr^<v5oounotoooooooooi<x>tor^ooooi’— Hcsjuno 
<v 5 ro csj oo un >— I •&‘ 9 - csjoo^uno^unoofoosjoo'— 'Or^un— Hr— lo^ 
r~«.tOr— i^csjr^ ^i-H<v5csjfo^OunoO'— ifo^T-Hi— lotooi 

O'— 'fo<x>ooo ur 50 ^csjoor~~ooootocNiocsjo<x>ur 5 CNi 

ursofoooroo ^i.r5csjcsjr^r~~or^oor^oOyjoooyjtoi.r5 

csjcsj^unrocNi ooroursoorouncsjcNi^v^csji — i^csjro^vjcsjcNi 

•6^ -fe^ -fee- -fe^ -fe^ -fee- -fe^ -fee- -fe^ -fee- -fe^ V3- -fe^ -fee- -fe^ 


oours^ooor^csjcsjor^^unoursuoooo^o'— 'O— I'— 'Our3oooofoootor~~ur5fo^oocNi 
•&‘9- — H^ooooor^tocNi'— <ouncsjoo H^ooooooor^ursuooooooooocsji— loooootoun 

unursurs^^^^^^oorofocsj csjcsjcni— i*— ii— 1>— i*— it— i— i*— ii— i— lOOOOOOOOOOO 




<V5^<V5CNJ^,— iCSJCSJOCsJ^^OOO^CSJcsjr^<V500unOtOOOOOOOOO<-0<LOr^OOOO’— icsjun 
<v5<v5csj^oocNiunoooooocr>'— ir^forocvjooun>— I ^ csjOcrjiTf^cnuncorocsjoOi— lOr^un’—i'— lO 
ur30r~~o^r~«ocsji-HOoofoocsjcsjr~~tO'— i^csjr^ i<v5csjro^OunoO'— ifo^*— i'— 'Otoo 

r~~csjooo^eoofoununor^oor^O'— ifooooo ur50^csjoor~^ooootocsiocsjooi^csj 

•&I9- •— luncNj^r'^otO'— 'O'— ir^^csj ursomooroo ^uncsjcsjr^r~^or^oor~«.ooyjoooyj<Loun 

•&‘9- urseouncNjuTjro^^oorocNjro csjcsj^unrocsi rorour>oorour5csjcsi<v5csj'— i^csjrofocsjcsi 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 


^vjo^un^o^toor^csjcsjor^^i^^ursuoooo^O'— lO— H.— iOur3oooofoootor~~ur5fo^oocsj 
<V5,— I— Hooooor^tocsj— lOuncsjoor^^'— I'— 'Ooooooor^ursuooooooooocsji-Hoooootoun 
ursunursurs^^^^^^rorofocsjcsjcsjcsjcsi— I.— ii— I— H.— It— I— H.— ii— I — hooooooooooo 






ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo 



^ooeoeoo^'— lurj^o^uTs 

oooi.r3^^ur5i.nooor~«.tocsi<v5 

urst— i^urseooo^ooourtotofo 
csjctjctjocnicnicsjooi — mr^oosj 
itot— HOCN jeoeofocNicNi— icsjcNjiTO 
cococococococooocoooooooco 


ooo— Hcsjunooooooosj^ooor^ 
csjcsiuncsjcsiunrot— i^ocsjoofo 
Otooorooor~~i.rti— i<x>csjcNir~~oooo 
csjroootocsjocsjror~~Oooocsjro 
roroosjcsjrooyjrorooroi— It— iroro 
oooocooooocooooocooococooooo 


Ot— loo^cNiurtotootO' — I 
ocsjun^itOi— lo^oo^oot— I 
<v5ur5or~fCsjt— i^r~«.oooor'~ 
Ooocsicsjcsjro^csjcNi^or'~ 
csjomfOooroT— lOoroosjcsjcNi 

cooooocooooocooooocooooo 


808990 FIRST FIDELITY BANK NA $0 $6,942 $0 $6,942 
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o^ur 30 csjo^<x>to<x>r^ 0 '— It— loours^csj r~~ocsji.n<v 5 uncsj eoeotor^ooo^ 

oo^unr~~o^csjo^csjrountoo^ro<x>'— '<x> urstounoo^o— ^ eoursoounro^ 

CNi<v5r^^0^r~«.fOO^O^<v5irooO'-HOfOO^ OOiOO<x>r^<X> oeoooofoo^ 

to^vjr^o^O’—'ooo^r^ursr^unr^oouncsj oor^o^oour 3 CT)r~^ ojoor^tooiro 

r^ur3unur5ooo^i.r5r~~to— Hcsjoounoo^un <v5toootooi.r5csj urseoO'— icsjro 

cNicsjro^four3CNi<v5csj^ur5<v5csj<v5csjcsj <v5iro<v5csj<v5irocsj cNjeorocNiroro 


Ofours^*— ii— <o^r^<v 5 uno^ooofoor^^oo^^<x>Our 3 ununO'— leotooO'— 
csj-Hi— i-HOoor^t — txJur3^<v5fo<v5csicNj r — o cr> to ^ ^ csj o oo i — to ro csj 

0^0^0^0^0^ 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 r~~r^<x>to<x>to<x> toursunursunuo 

to to to to to to to to to to to to to to to to to to to to to to to to to to to to ^ 

</=i- </=i- 


too^toocsjo^tototor^O'— I*— 'ootn^csjctir~~ocsjun<v5uncsj^eoeotor^ooa^ 
(ToocTJunt — cr)Csjcr)Oyjrour 3 tocr>roto>— itoountotnocrjo'— 'Oeounoounro^ 
o^csj<v5r^^o^r~~foo^o^fOfooO'— 'ofoo^oooo^ootor^totooeoooofoo^ 
totofor^o^o— Hooo^r^tr3r^ur5r^oouncsjtooor^o^ootr30^r~~tocNioor^too^co 
•&‘9- r^ur3ununooo^unr~~to— ictiootoooitn <V5 to oo to o un csj uo eo o >— ' csj ro 

cticsjro^fourscsitvjcsj^uotvjcsjtvjcsicNj tvjfofoctitvjfY-jcvj cNjeoroctiroro 


tofoto^— Hi-HO^r^<v5ur50^0oofoor^^csjo^^tootr3unun^T— leotooO'— 
tvjcsj— ii— I t— iooor^r^totr5^<v5fo<v5csjcsjor~~oo^to^^csjoooor^torocsj 
o^o^o^o^o^o^oooooooooooooooooooooooor~~r^tototototototoi.r5ur5uOunur5 
to to to to to to to to to to to to to to to to to to to to to to to to to to to to to to to I* 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ <,ei- <,ei- 


oooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo 



toctiuountvjotrsuno^^to 

^OtO^O^tOOOOOOCsJO^ 

ooootrsr^totoo^tooototvj 

csjr^oo^^fofoo^csjroto 

<V 5 CSj<V 5 r— iCSJfO<V 5 ,— It— ICSJCSJ 

COCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCO 


uOt— (^O r^toroO^OT— 'r«» 

tooor^csjuno^uo^r^o^uo 

^r~~csj<v 5 csjr'^oooyjoo^O^ 

^<v 500 un^rofocsi<v 5 csj 
I— i<V 5 CSj<V 5 CSjCSJfO<V 5 CSJ<V 5 fO 

COCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCO 


CSJI — OCTJt— IT-HCO^O^ 

oor— ir~«.ooco>— icofor^ 
^coco^r-^o^cofounro 
^cTjcNjcocoocnmom 
csji— ioot— 'cocot— ifororo 

cococococococococooo 


823466 GULF COAST BANK $0 $6,512 $356,282 $6,512 $356,282 
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itoocsj^ro r~^<LOOur3 to 
CSJ —I 4^ CNir^CNICSjrO^^CsJ ooctjoo-h 

<v 5 r~«. ooeoo^Or— loo^to totoo^oo oo 

O— I eoeor^^0^r^csjr~«. <v5csjtoo un 

csjr~~ ^oor~«'— loor^un^ uncsjoo r-n 

<v5.— I cNjr— leorororooocsj <v5oocnicsj ro 

4^^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 


oooor~~oO' — icsj^oOfOOunoo*— 'OO^csjror~^csjcsj 
r^oo^oo^o^too^osjo^o^too^un^too^totofo 
oooor~~oor^Oyjotoo^^r^0^rocsj<v5.— iOir~~0^r^ 


r— ito^or^to^ofooor^tountoo^oto^fo 
T-Htor~~a^un— H^^csjtoootooo^ouocsioo'— iro 

CsJ^CSJCsjrOCSJCsJCNI^CsJi — iCSJ^CNI<V500r0>— lOOCNI 


4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ ^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 4^ 


o^csjr~~o^too^o^un^^oO'— icsji— lursooocsjoosjooo^csji— ioour5OTO^r~«.focsjr— icNi^tocNi 
oooor~~tour5CNiooun^csj»— I to -fe^ ^ •&‘9- csjcsjo^o^ooootocsi— <ooototr5^^^csj<v500^ 

^^^^^^rofofororo csjcsjcsjcsj csj csjcsj— i^i— i^r— ii— i^r— lOOOOOOOO^O^oo 

to to to to to to to to to ** f to ^ to to to f r-i i r-i <_q f rl f rl <_q f rl f rl <_q f rl f rl <_q f rl f rl <_q f rl f rl lO lO 


o^o^r~«'— <toocNi^rooor~~tootr3^tooyjoooor~~oOi — icsj^oot^OunoO'— 'OO^csjfor~~csjcsj 
csj —I -fee- CNjr~«cNicNiro"^^csjo^oocr>oO’— 'tocTjtvjr^oo^oo^cTjtocncsjcncrjtocnun— itoo^totofo 

<v5r~«. ooeoo^O'— 'oo^tocsitotoo^oocsjoooyjoooor~~oor^Oyjoto0^^r^0^cocsj<v5— io^r~~o^r^ 

O'— I eoeor~«^or^csjr^tofocsjtootountO'— 'to^or^to^ofooor^touotoo^oto^fo 

csjr»» ^oor~«'— 'oor^uo^ to csj o o -fe^ > — i •— <tor~~Oun'— i^^csjtoootooo^ouocsjoo'— iro 

<v5.— I cNi*— leoforororocsj tvjrocsicsj ro csj^csjcsjrocNjcsjcsi^csjr— icsj.— icsitvjooro — hoocsi 


ocsjr~~otoooun^^ooo— Hcsji— itrs^oosjcsjooyjooo^csji— lootooor^focsj'— icsi^tocsi 
oooor~~tour5CNiooun^csj'— ioor~«.r^toto^focsjcNiooooootocNi’~HOootour5^^^csj<v50o 
^^^^^^rofoforoo^csjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsj— H.— It— I— H.— ii— I— (.— lOOOOOOOOOoo 
to to to to to to to to to I* f i~i to to I* to to I* to to I* to to I* to to I* to to I* to to I* to to I* to tO UO UO 


ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo 



trs^oouoeouocsjcNicNioooO' — loo 
I — I — ^T— iCNieo>— 1>— lOOcsjrooo 
trso^too^tn^csjo^o^o^totn 
o^csjo^cNiourso^o^oo— <csjrofo 
— H<v5^«v>eocNjcNi'— I'— I— loorofo 
cococococococococoooooooco 


^i— looor^^ror^’— luo^— H*— lO 
OOtOO^fOtO'— ICO— H^OtOCOfO 
o^for~~ur5uno^o^cNi^r~«.untoooO) 
csjr^trs^csicsj.— icsitvjroo^csj^o 
rocNi*— !•— irofoooroforo'— ifo*— ifo 
oooococooocooooocooococooooo 


CSJOI — iTOI — rOCTJI — CNI^tOI — 

tr>.— itoooooofotoo^tno'— I 
oor~«.CT)r~~oounooto^four5^ 
^roroo^ofofoo^csjtvjroo 
csjroocNjroi— itvj^iroforo'— I 
cooooocooococooooocoooco 


819155 FARMERS & MERCHANTS BANK $0 $5,870 $147,606 $5,870 $147,606 
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ur 3 i.ncsjto<x>csj^ooocNiooour 3 ror~~oo 
^r^<v 5 ^<X)i.r 5 oor^^o^— Hror~~o^Oyjo 
^cNi<x>oicsjoooor^^cNiOfoooocur30 
r^i.n<v 5 una* 3 ur 5 oor^fooooooor^r~~oo 
^cr)toun^or~«.oor~«.oo— i^too^a- 
<v>rocsjrofO^OyjcNi<v 5 ^<v 5 csjcsjiro^ro 


o^r-HOtoo^Osji — ir^rofor^r^uncsj^ 
^^<v 500000000 ^f 000 ^ 0 ^ 00 ur 3 ^ 
oooooooooor^r~~r^r^r^r~~to<x>toc£>to 

uTS UTJ uTS UTJ uTS UTJ uTS UTJ uTS UTJ Urt UTJ uTS UTJ uTS UTJ 


uni.ncsjto<x>csj^ooocNiooounror~~oo 
^r^<v 5 ^<x>i.r 5 oor^^o^’— 'ror~^o^Oyjo 
^csj<x>o^csjoooor^^csj0fooooour30 
r~~un<v 5 ur 5 ij* 3 unoor^fooooooor^r~~oo 
«! 3 -cn<x>un^or~«.cor^oOr— '^tXJO*=r 
<v 5 irocsjrofO^Oyjcsi<v 5 ^<v 5 csicNjfo^ro 


0 ^ 1 — (Otoo^Oyjt-Hr~~rofor^r~~uncsj^ 
^^<v 500000000 ^f 000 ^ 0 ^ 00 ur 3 ^ 
oooooooooor^r~~r^r~^r^r~~to<X>to<X>to 
ur> UTJ urt UTJ uTS UTJ urt UTJ ur> utj uts utj uts utj uts utj 


oooooooooooooooo 


oounur 3 ooo^csj<v 5 for~~eocNjtoO'— 'i-H<Lo 
o^^csjr^csj^o^ocsjeo'— i^rouncsjcsj 
o^roooiootooocsjLnor^r^^unr— icsj 
<V 5 ro oo" csT ctT crT — T oo' ^’' oo r^*" cnT fo csT o' r^' 
csjrofofo— HooursroocNitoooor^ooo 

<V5CSJCSjrOCSJi— I— lOOOyJCNICNJCNir^CNJi — ICSJ 

• 6 ^ -fee- -fee- -fee- -fee- •&❖ •S'S- -fe^ 


OfOOOOr^O^tOOuTJeoO'— i^OOOO 
CNJCTJOOOOt — ^<V 5 CS 1 CSJCNICNICNJT— lOOr^ 
O UTJ uTS UTJ uTS UTJ urt UTJ uTS uTS Uf 5 uTS UTJ UTJ ^ ^ 
uTS UTJ urt UTJ uTS UTJ uTS UTJ uTS UO uTS UO UTJ UTJ UTJ 


ooi.nur 3 ooocsj<v 5 for^eocNjoO'— '>— '(Lo 
o^osjr^csj^o^ocsjeo^^rouncsjcsj 
Ofoooootooocsjunor~«r^^un'— ICSJ 
<v 5 fooocsjoo— Hoo^oor~«CNirocsjor^ 
csjrofofo*— locuTsroocNioooor^ooo 
<v5csjcsjrocsji— I— HoocNjcNjcsicNjr^cNjT— ICSJ 


OfOOOOP's.O^tOOi^eOO'— 1^00 00 
CSyJ<y)OOOOt — ^COCsJCSJCsJCsJCsJi— lOCTJI — 
O UTJ uTS UTJ uTS UTJ urt UTJ uTS uTS uTS uTS UTJ UTJ ^ ^ 

ur> uTj urt uTj ur> uTj urt uo ur> urs urs urs utj utj utj uts 


oooooooooooooooo 



I 

oOi— 'or'sooofor'sunroo 
r's.oounocsj^cooor's-to^ 
unurjotofofocsjcocsjoo^ 

T— lOfOCsJCOfOfOfOfOCsJCsg 

COCOCOCOCOCOCOOOCOCOCO 


r's.oO'— 1 — loo^or's.unor's- 
^ P's. O I— ' O oo uTJ O P's* P's* 
rooofourspss-osjooooounfo 

I— llXlCsJO^OOfOi— ICSyJOOOCsJ 

CsJOfO’—'CsJCOfOOOCsJCSJCO 

COCOCOCOOOCOCOCOCOCOCO 


OOCTJOOOOfOCsjtXJO 
<x>'— icsjoo^^fotocsj^ 
UTSi — IP~s.^COCsJCsJ^OO^ 
Urtr— lOOCNIOOfOOOO^ 
csjcocsyji— icoooro'— icsj^ 
COOOCOCOCOCOOOCOCOOO 


834107 FRANKLIN OIL REGION OU $0 $5,472 $228,884 $5,472 $228,884 
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urso*— itooO'— 'i.nr^or~«.csjto<v5<Lo^oto^ or^og oocnjo^oi’— ' roooooo^ooroor~~^csj 

^o^oor^cNir— lunoorooi — or^ -fee- co o -fe^ oo<x> rooo>— 'cr>csjroo— lunr — csjr^unr^^ 

<x>oooyjoeO'— 'oocsjoocoror^ur3r~«.o toto •— loo o^untoooununo^rooo^rociiroun 

ooOfocNioo^cNitooor~«.toro<v 5 ^r^ rocNi ro*— irooiurs*— i^oo*— 'to^r—i^o^urso 

<v5— iocNiur>^ror^for~«.ur5ooo^ooo csjo^ tour> csi— ntoi— lOi^'— lunoofo— ht— loooocsji— i 

<V5^<V5CNJCSJCNICNI1 — irOCsJOOl — i<V5CsjrO csji — I rocsj CSJCSJCNI<V5^CSJ^CSJ*— i<V500CNI’~'ur5 

^ ^ ^ -fee- -fe^ -fee- -fe^ -fee- -fe^ -fee- -fe^ -fee- -fe^ 


o^csjoeor-H^oofocsjo*— 'O'— <o^Our 3 oofoo^cNio^otofoooor~~ur 5 CNiOur 5 r^r~~ur 5 ^ 0 ^ 0 ^i— I 
<V5<V5— HO^O^oor^r^totooo^oor^r^<£>ur5un •&‘9- csj csi — h oor~~i.r5i.r5csjcsjcsjcsjo^oooooor^ur3ij^i.r5 

^^^eoeoeoroforooorocNicsjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsj csjcsjcsj i— i— ir— ii— i— ir— ii — i— lOOOOOOOO 

urt uTs urt uTs ur> uTs UTJ UTJ uTJ uTs uTJ uo uTs UTJ urt 1 ^ UTJ uTJ uTs uTJ urt uTs uTJ urt uTs uTJ urt uTs UTJ urt 1 ^ UTJ urt 1 ^ UTJ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 


ur 30 »— icooO'— 'i.r 5 r^or~«.csjto<v 5 <Lo^oto^oOr^csjrooocsja^CT)'— 'roooooo^oo<'^or~~^cNi 
^o^oor~«c^>— lunooroot — or^ ^ cxj o un ^ oo<x>— imoo*— 'cr>csjroO— lunr — csji — uni — ^ 
<x>oooyjoeo^oocsjoooocor^unr^o totocsj r— ioocsjo^untoooununo^fooo^fo<^coun 

ooOfocNjoo^csjtooor~«.toro<v 5 ^r^ rocsiun r^^unro— Hooo^un— i^oO'— ito^r— i^o^uno 

<v5— iocNiun^ror^for~«.unooo^ooo csjoi to un -fe^ cuj— itO'— 'Ouni— lunoofo— ir— (oooocsji— i 

(TO^itocnicnjcnjcujt— irocsjooi— iirocsjro csjr— i mcNj csjcsjcsiiro— icsi^csjr— iirooocsi— <un ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ < 3 ^ ^ ^ ^< 3 ^ 


o^csjoeo'— i^oofocsjO'— 'O— 'O^Ounoofoo^csio^rotofoooor~~uncsiounr^r~«.un^o^o^T-H 
<V 5 <V 5 — HO^O^oor^r^totooo^oor~«.r^tounununcsjcuj— Hr— ioor~~ununcsjcsjcujcsjo^oooooor^ununun 
^^^eoeoeofOfOfororocsjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsj*-H»— <T— Ir— I t— <T— It— I— hoooooooo 
un un un un un un un un un un un un un un un un un un un un un un un un un un un un un un un un un un un un un un un 


ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo 



o^uno^T— lOCNiootor^o^ 
o^T— ir~~oouncNioounooro 
oor^oooeounofotor~«. 
<V 5 -H<V 5 CNI 05 CNICr)CSjrom 
^vjcsjcsjeoT— leoT— imroro 
cococococococooocooo 


oor^oounmootoooyjro 
^csjoctjt— lootocsj^m 
— ir^oooo^to^foo^un 
rorooyjrocsicsjofoosjo 
T— iroT— icsjiro— I t— imfo*— I 
oooocooooocooooocooo 


tofoooi’— loounununo 
o^ooroi— lun— H i— i^Ot— I 
foor~«.csjtouno^o^un 
rofoto^fooo^rH.csjro 
rofocsjrofoi— lOOsjroro 
oocooooocooooocooooo 


un un o un to un un ^ 

to^o^un^csjrH.unrH. 
tocsj^unr~«.i — i<v 5 .— loo 
OO^CSj<V 5 rOOOtOCOO^ 

<v 5 r— iroforocujcsjroo 
cooooocooooocooooo 


832523 WEST VIRGINIA CENTRAL CREDIT UNION $0 $5,019 $179,214 $5,019 $179,214 
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cr> o — H cT) r~«. I 
cr> ^ I— I to oo 

(TO ^ Cr> I — — I CT) 


•— I un un cNi uTs o 
csj oo cTi t — 

(TO >— I ^ CNI CSJ CNI 




r^oo^founoor^ursunto^’— itocsjcsjoor^csj^*— iootofo^r~«. 
uno^i— icsjooo^or~~oocsjtoto^unroo^o^oootocNio^uno 
r^oOr-Hoourjursr^oo^fooooyjoor^o^csjoocsjr-Hooeofooooi^ 


o^i~ir^ur3CT5un^>— <csjcsjr^oroooi.r5r~~cNi^oor^cNj^toocsj 
I— lunrourstocsjuntor^oO'— H^cNji^o^o^oo^to^uno^o^o 
csjcsjcNicsjcNi^ro—- icnjt— iirocNjrocsjcNi— icni<v>i~ht— leocNi c\i oo 


^ ^ ^ 


to^urs^ursunotoo^r^to'— 'urso^o^oiOsjo^urscsjcO'—tO'— '— HoocNi^rorounun 
— H I— I o o to to •&‘9- uncNji— io^oor~~tofocsicNji-H— Hotototofofo^'— 'OoooofO'— I 
00000^0^ OiO^O^oooooooooooooooooooor~~r^r~~r^r^r~«r^r~«totototo 


lO lO lO lO ^ ^ 






0^0— lO^r^i— (tor^oo^^vjiooor^ursioto^’—'tocsjctioor^oyj^i— iootofo^r~«. 

cr>r^^i— itoooiouncrji— icsjooctjoi — oocsjtoto^tnrocr>CDoootocNjo^uno 

<v5^0^r^— lO^o^r^oO'— 'oOl.r5tr5r^oo^fooooyJoor~~o^cNJoocNJ^— looeofoooo^^ 
•— iioiocsiioo^o^— Hr^iooitn^— Hcsjcsjr^Ofoooi.r5r~~csi^oor~«CNj^toocsj 
csj oo r~~ •&‘9- 1 — iiorourstocsjiotor^oo'— '•— i^csjr^o^oioo^to^uno^o^o 

<V5,— I— (cticNjcti csicsjcticsjcsi^fo— Hcsi— irocNjrocNjcti— icsi<v5,— I,— leocsi cti oo 


to^urs^ioiototoo^r^to'— iioo^o^o^cNjo^iocsioO'— 'O'— I— HoocNi^rofounio 
T— ir-HOOtOtOi^i^OyJi— <OOOr~~tOfOCtICSJ'-H'~iOtOtOtOfOfO'-H'— 'OOOOOfO'— I 
OOOOOOOOOOoooooooooooooooooooor~~r'»r~~r'»r~~r'»r~'r~'totototo 


lO lO" lO” lO ^’' ^"' ^’' ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 




oooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo 



oocticsjr'».oor'»Ooocsjroi^ 

^Oi^tOOOCSJOOOtOtOi^ 

<V5fO^Oi-OiO<V5^r««.CSJCSJ 

<V5CSJCSJOfOOOfOOCSJCSJCSJ 

<V5fO<V5CSjCSJCtI<V5irO'— ifO<V5 

COCOCOCOCOCOCOOOCOCOCO 


tooootor'~ototoocsjo 
^T— itoi^tOOOOtO^OO 
ro^'— 'Osjroocsiooo^^ 

OOOOsJtOfOfOOsJtOCSJ'— I 
CtICSJi— I<V5,— iCSJCtI<V5CSj<V5iro 
COCOCOCOOOCOCOCOCOCOCO 


lOCsjOOO'— 'OOOi^^— H 
O P''^ ^ ^ ^ O P^ 

^cticsjr~«totofO'— looo 
CSJi— ICSJCNIOCNIOOfOl^l^ 
iToroiToeocNjcNjctifooo 
COOOCOCOCOCOOOCOCOOO 


829262 METRO HEALTH SERVICE ECU $0 $4,594 $172,705 $4,594 $172,705 
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toeocNiotoro<LOCT)ooununcsjcsjCT 50 ^csji— lursunofO'— 'rocsjcsj 
o^r~«rofoo^csjtoo^csjo^<^^csjcsjofo<x>^unoooooor~~csj 
eooo^oo^ro— iur 5 r~~<Lotour 3 ur 5 or~~^unr~~ur 5 un— Hunr^ocsj 


i-HO^rooiocO'— 'CNio^<LOto<x>^fo<x>o^ooootoor~^O^Oyj<Lo 
cNjto^^cNi— <ur 5 to<x>o^to<x>ur>^— Hco^csjounoouno^ursto 
i~iT-Ht— H i— icNicsjroro>— 1 »— ii — icsj*— ifo<v5ooi — i^vjooi — icsji— iroi— 'csj 


■& 9 - -fee- -fee- -fe^ 


<V 500 i— lOOCsJfO^CXJO 
csjtoi.nr~~o^r^oooo 
oooofoororofo— hO 


ooor^o^OT^unto 
<v 50 oo— H 00 ^<x>i.r 50 

CSJCSJCHJ— HCSJCHJI— ICSJCHJ 




o^r-^coo^coi-HOOfoOi— ii— '<x>csjO’— ' 0 ^ 1 — lO^i— icsjor~«.CHjo^ror^<x>oo^tOfoOyjunooor~«.o 
oo r** r~~ -€ 1 ^ toi.r5^roforocsjcsioooo<x>i.r5rooyjT— lOOO^Oi^i— 'O^O^O^ <x>i.r5i.nur3^ro’— <ooo 

ursunurs ur5i.r5i.ni.ni.ni.nur5i.nuni.n^^^^^^^^rorofooocsjcsjcsj csjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsji — 1 






^<x>oo^coeocHjotoootooioouni.r5csjcsjoio^csji— lursursofO'— 'rocsjcsjoeoroi— loocsjro^too 
— H un too^r~«fOfo0^csjtoo^csjoi<x>^csjOyjofo<£)^unoooooor~-csjr^csjtoi.nr~'~o^r^Oooo 

O^P''^ urseooo^oo^roi— lunr'^totounuoor'^^i.nr'^i.ni.n— Hunr^ocsjcsjoooofoocorofoi— 'O 

<v5csj ^^o^roo^oooi— 'csjo^<LOto<x>^ro<x>o^ooootoor~~O^Oyjto^ooor^o^o^^i.rtto 

<v5 <v5 .^r9. Hur5to<x>o^to<x>i.r5^i— iro^csjounoouTso^ursiLO <v5ooO’— H00i<x>i.r50 

<v 5 — I rti— ii— ii— icHjcsjooro— H i— I t— ( csjt— iroforoi— i<v5ooi-hcsjt— iro— Hcsj csjcsjcsi— icsjcsi — hcsjcsi 

< 3 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 


0 ^r~'~<x> 0 ^^c 0 '— lOOfOOt— It— '<x>csjO’— hO^i— 'O^ t— 'Csjor^csjo^ror^<x>OO^tOfOOyjij^Ooor^O 
oor'~-r~'~cocoi.r 5 ^fororocsjCHjoooo<x>i.r 5 foOyjt— looo^o^^t— 'CT) 0 ^ 0 ^r^<x>i.r 5 i.nur 3 ^fOi— lOoo 
ur5unur3i.r5i.r5i.r5i.ni.ni.ni.nij^i.nunur5^^^^^^^^rorofococsjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsji— I 






000000000000000000000000000000000000000 



tvjcsjoojooofoun^i — 1 
^Ofoeo^oouTjr^^i— I 
ooofoooor-'^o^oo 
r~~ooyjeoeoi.r 5 rocsiroo 
I— lofoeoeoofomrooo 
cococococococooocooo 


^CSJ<V 5 CsJOr~'~OO^CSJOO 

csjroiTOOOfO^r^^ro 

O^OO^tOOOtOfO^ 

rooocsjr^csjcsjcsi<v 50 ^ 

rocHjcsjroOfororofOt— I 
oooocooooocooooocooo 


fo<v 50 foi.r 3 rotooor^ 

^csj^o^^ounor^t— I 
oooyjo^CHj<v 50 ^r— i<x>ror^ 
^oorocsi^csj^-HOcsi 
CHj— iroro— loorofororo 
oocooooocooooocooooo 


iTOO^OrOOO^CTJOO 
^csjoooooocsjoourj 
^t— iCHjooroooooto 
ocsjcsiooofourtrocsj 
<v 5 rorO'— H i— ifoororo 
cooooocooooocooooo 


833783 TRUCHOICE FCU $0 $4,179 $269,621 $4,179 $269,621 
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csjr^oo^<x>tofOfour 3 i.r 5 ^uno^ 
<x>r^’~<^^^r~~foo^ooooo^fo 
CSJ^O^CSJCSJtO<V5r-HO^i— ICSJtO<X> 


o^r^otounr^"— itouTsun— lOifo 
<x>cNio^for~~tor~~i.r 5 ^to<x>foun 
T-HCNICSJCNICSJCNI— -ICNICSJi— (CSJCNICSJ 




^r^ur 3 oooyjtooofor~~^<x>oooo^oifOfo^ 
ur 3 roooi.r 5 <^r^— H^<x>i.r 5 csjo^cNiooOfO'— loo 
otouni— icsjtocsjr^oooofoco^urscsjr^r^csj 
ursoounrofOfotTs^oooooooO'— 'Or^tor^csj 
csj^<X>i.r 5 — Hror~~r^r~~^ooo^OCNir^tocsioo 

>— ICNIt-hCNI-— li — I t— (CNICSJCSJt— li— HCNJCNJCSJCNICNI*— I 


T— ior~~i.n^ooi.r 3 oounr-H<£>un^O’— ' 0 ^<x>^o^i.r 3 CNi<v 5 r— lO^oooCTJOotoo 
<x>toi.r 3 i.r 5 un^^rofocNior^un <v 5 csjt— ii— i— HOO^o^oor^r~~co^^fOfOfoco 

""I '”1 ""I '~~L ""I 






^^^^^^<v 5 fo<v 5 fY- 5 <v 5 eY->eoeomfOforo 


csjr^oo^<x>toeofoi.r 3 i.n^uno^cNi^r^unoooyjtooofor~~^<x>oooo^oifOfo^ 
cor^T— <^^^r~~roo^ooooo^forouomooi.r 5 <£>r^'— '^ciiunosjo^cNicoofOT— lOO 
csj^o^csjcsjto<v5^o^,— icsjto<x>ootour5i— icsjtocsjr^oooofoco^uncsir^r^csj 
o^r^otounr^— HtouTsun— Hoifo^ursoounrofOfoun^oooooooOT— 'Or^tor^csj 
<x>csjo^for~~tor~~un^to<x>foi.r 3 csj^<x>i.nT— ifor^r^r~~^ooo^ocNir^tocNioo 

— HCNICSJCSICNJCNI— HCSICSJi— ICSJCSICNJ — HCSI— HCNI— It— It— ICNICSJCSI— H r— ICNJCNJCSICNICSJ t— l 


— Hor'^i.rj^ooi.rsooun'— i<x>i.n^csj— HO^<x>^o^uncNifO'— lo^oooo^ootoo 
<x>toi.r 3 unun^^rofocsjor^unfOfocsji~ii— I— HOO^O^oo^^r~~^o^^o^foc^^^o 

— H I— I T— < I— < T— I I— I — ^ I— — H I— I — H O O C>^ O O C>^ O cr> CT) o^ o^ o^ o^ o^ o^ o^ o^ o^ o^ 


^■' ^■' ^■' ^ «q- ^■' ^■' ^ ^■' ^ «^" ^■' ^ ^ (To" rn iTO rn iro eo eo eo rn rn rn <rn 




oooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo 



unr^ooooocsji— ioooi.nr~~ 

<v 5 ^oOfor~~for~~csjooo— H 

r~~o^oiOfoo^i.nT— irofo 
<V 5 CSJ<V 5 CSI^CNir~~CSI^O^fO 
<V 5 fT- 5 <V 5 irOfOmOyjrOfOCNIfO 
COCOCOCOCOCOCOOOCOCOCO 


too^oosjun^ooooo^to 
rooto^unr'^cNicsjr^oO'— I 
Oi<G>oor~~T— lOOOoo^fOCNi 
Ooo^OsjrocNjtocsjcsjcsjoo 

roT-HOforofOT— 'fOfOfocNi 

cocococooococococococo 


csj^<^ooO'-HOii.noiT— I 

o^to^ursursto^or^o^ 
<v 5 cr)^,— leocNjfotxJCNicsj 
— HrocNjeoOCNicsicNitocsj 
<v 5 csjcsjeoeoOCNicNiOoo 

cooococococooococooo 


833049 NEW HAMPSHIRE POSTAL CU $0 $3,929 $308,982 $3,929 $308,982 
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•—I ij^cNjcNji— icNiunounr~~ocsjcsjcsjunr~~»— ir^ur3roo<x>o — irounoo^o^a^un<x>roo 

^ eoo^too^ooun -fe^ tocsjoo^oo^o^^ooun^vjo^ ^ csjcsjroun— ii— ir~~tor^ootoun 

urs csj tocNicsifooor~«. to^ooto<x>ootor~~oooooro urs o^^un<v5.-HOr~~csjuno^r~«.to 

urs <x> o^cNjcsjuntoun cnicsjoooi^^cniosJ^i — lurs^ ^ csjroi — iur3r~«.^o^»— io^oor~«.^ 

o ^ i^eototooocsj ^^csj^^toi.r5r~~roo^<v5^ o oocsjr— i<v5r^tocsjrooor~~r^csi 

CSJ CSJ r— ICNJCNJl ll— ICSJ 1 ICSJr— ICSJCSJ^CNI^CSJ CSJ CSJ CSJ •&‘9- •— ICNI— It— ll— I.— I^I It— i^ro 

•&e- -fee- -fee- -epe- -fei?- -fee- -fei?- -fee- -fe^ -fee- -fe^ -fee- ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 


ooo^o^i.r5^c'>jo^T~iooi.n<x>r~«.to<v5ooi— ioor~«.CT)r~'~<LO^Oi.rtOi.r3csji — i<x>t— ito^roi — iooutsctj 

— H oo r-'.ursi.ncsiT— io^oooor~'~toto<£>totour5^csjcsjcsjcsicsjT— I oo^r-~<x>toi.nunrorocsjcsjcsj 

oo oooooooooor'~r~«.r'«.r~'~r~«.r'«.r~'~r~«.r'«.r~'~r~«.r'«.r~'~r~«.r'«.r~'~r~«. r~«.<ioto<x>toto<x>toto<x>toto 
<v5 <v5 ooeY->fT-5fT-5iroroooro<v5rorof00oro<v5roro<v5ooro<v5ro <v5rorof00oro<v5rorofororo 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 


o^oOt— looi.rscNicsj'— 'C'Tjunounr'^ocsjcsjcsjunr'^T— ir'«»ur3roO<x>Or'«.T— irounoo^o^a^i.n<x>ooO 
tocTj^r'^oocTJtxJcnooi.n -fei?- txJOyjco^oo^cn^ooun<v5cr> -h -fe^ oc^csjfouOT— i^i — coi^oocoun 

unoooyjoococNicsjPooor~«. to^ooto<£>ootor~~oooooco urs r-'.o^^un^vjT— ior~'~csjuno^r'«.to 

ur3<v5<x>ooo^cNicsjuntoun csjcsjooo^^^csjcsj^r— lurs^ ^ roosjcoi— lunr-'.^O^T— io^oor-~^ 

o -fee- ^ -fee- unoototooocsj ^^csj^^cxjunr — rocr><v5^ o oocsji— i^vjr^^tocsjrooot — i — cni 

CSJ CSJ _ICSICSJr— ll— ICSJ ^CSJt— ICS lCSjT— ICSI-HCSJ ^ CSJ CSJ CSJ -6^ _ICSI-Ht— I r— I t— It— It— I-H^ ro 

^ ^ <3^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ -ts^ ^ ^ -ts^ ^ -ts^ ^ ^ -ts^ ^ 


oooo^oo^un^csjo^T— iooi.r5<x>r-~cocooo'— loor-'O^r'^cor-'Ourtr-'.urscsji— i<x>T— ico^cot— looirrtcsj 
T~ i0^oor'~'r'~'i.r5i.ncsji— io^ccoor~'~toto<x>totoi.r3^csjcsjcsjtocsjT— iooo^r-~<£>toi.nur3rofT-5csjcsjcsj 

O^oooooooooooooooor~«.r'«.r'«.r~'~r'«.r'«.r~'~r'«.r'«.r~'~r'«.r'«.r~'~r'«.tor~'~r'«.r'«.r~'~toto<x>toto<£>toto<x>toto 
<v5 <V5- (vj- eY-> eY-> eY-> cn cn cn orT orT cn ffi orT ctT co” oo ro" oo” oo” oo" oo" oo" oo" oo oo" oo" oo" oo" oo" oo" oo oo" oo" oo oo oo" oo" oo" 


ooooooooooooooooooooooor-»ooooooooooooooo 



r~'~^OoOT— lo^oo^uo 
<x><x>unr'~'cooocsjununo^ 
^CTJOCTJIXJOOOI — OO^ 
oo<x>ooo^i.r5^o^oooour5 

OOOOOt— lOOCSIOOCSICSJ 

COCOCOCOCOCOCOOOCOOO 


csjuno^oooooo^unr'^to 
tooo^o^oocsjr'^.oOT— luo 
OunootooOT— ior~'~to 
OCSICSJCSJOOOCTJCSJOOO 
OOOOOCSJOOCSJCSJOOOOOO 
OOCOCOOOOOCOOOOOCOOO 


to<x><LOi.noooooo<x>T— ICO 
^COOOCSJ^CSJOOOOOO 
ununoocsjT— luocsj^o^oo 
o^oo^ooco^ooo^un 
I— ICSJOOOOCSJCSJOOOOCSJO 
OOCOOOOOCOOOOOCOOOOO 


oooor-~csjor-~oocoi.n 
oooocsjoocor-'.T— lo^oo 
^OO^CO^OOCSJOI — 

OOOOOOOOOCSJCSJI — 
OOOOt— IOt— I r— lOOCSJCSI 

COOOCOCOOOCOCOOOOO 


831030 CENTRAL MINNESOTA ECU $0 $3,589 $5,579 $3,589 $5,579 
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o^r^o^^^csj<£)CNicsj^otooofoooooi.n un<v 5 ,— (<x>'— icsj^*— i 

o^ooo^'— ' 0 ^ 0 csjr~~^ •&‘9- <x> to •&‘9- r^o^un to^toountotooo csjo^too 

•— ioooooo^^unfo<v 5 csj uOt— lo csjooo cNiooi.n<v5uncsjeY->eo ^cNioir~«. 

>— iur5^or~~i.r5^csjunoo oooor^ r^— iro < — lO^o^ro^^oj tor^^uo 

o^o^ooocsjo^^o— HCNi i.r5r~~i— I ^<V 5 ^ coo^oo— hoo to oo oo 

^i— I— li— l—Hi— I— ICNJlTOrO I— l—H ^ ^ ^ I— < ^ _| .— I — I .— 1 -fee- r— I I— I I— I ^ T—t 

-fee- -fee- «< 5 - -fee- -fe^ 


csjo^r~~uncsjto^o^o^ootoun<v 5 tooOfotoor^r^^ooo^tr 3 r^toounun*— lO 

r~~to^fOfO'— '^r^r~^r^r~~r^tour5tr3un^i— I r^tototo^^eoeo csi csj csj csj 

ununursunursunurs^^^^^^^^^^^ ro^vjrofofofoeoeo rofoforo 

<v 5 iro<v 5 fofOfO<v 5 fY- 5 <v 5 iro<v 5 fY- 5 <v 5 fo<v 5 fY- 5 <v 5 iro rofOfO<v 5 fY- 5 <v 5 eY->eo rorororo 


o^r^o^^^csjtocNicsj^otooofooooounoounfOi— itOT— 'csj^T— 
cr>oocr>i— lO^Ocsjt — ^ ^ i — to to -fee- 1 — cr>unr — to^toountotoooeocsjo^too 
•— loooooo^^torofocsj un»— lO csiooofocsioountvjuncsjeoeoeo^csjo^r^ 

•— iun^or~~un^csjunoo oooor^ r^r— irofO'-HO^O^fo^^csieotor^^io 

ctjo^ooocsjo^^o— icNi unr — i— i ^ oo cr> oo i— i oo to -fee- oo oo ctj cn 

-Hi— l-Hr— I— li— I— ICSJlTOfO i— <-H ^ — I r— I --, — I i— I — H r— I ^ i— I — I i— I ^ —I 


csjo^rH.uncsjto^o^o^ootoun<v5tooOfotooorH.rH.^ooo^unrH.tour5unun — ho 
rH.to^ro<v5— H— Hr^i~«.rH.rH.r^toiOunun^— HrH.r^totoun^^eoeoeocsjcNicsjcsj 
unioursununioun^^^^^^^^^^^tvjfofofofofofoeoeoeofofofoco 
eri eri eri (vj- iro fo” rrT fo” iro" fo” rrT fo” fi^T fo” iro fo” rrT fo” rrT fo” fi^T fo” ei-j' fi^T rrT rrT orT 


oooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo 

•«^ 



too^oootr 3 rH.rH.uncsj^^ 
— Hcsjocsjunotrsounooo^ 

^lOO^Oto^rH.!— ( 0 ^ 1 — 
OtOOCSI-Hi— ICSJOCNJ^<V5 
— lO—iroforo— icNi<v>fo— I 

cococooocococooocococo 


fo^rofor^tofoouncsj— H 

— H— ho— H^^ ro— Hun<v 5 to 
rH.uncsjo^r— I— lo^csj^csjo 
roforH.ooun<v 5 — ho^csjocsj 
rotv^csjcsjoi— irocNjrotv^fo 

oocococooocococooococo 


r^.!— i^eocNio^unouno^ 
^Of 000 Oe 0 f 00 ^rH.csj 
— iootr 3 CNjoo^rH.toro 
^rofooo^oooocTp^ 

(TOfOiTOCNJCNjeOOi— 'i-HCsJ 

cooococococooococooo 


805805 DOWN EAST ECU $0 $3,306 $216,231 $3,306 $216,231 
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^^o^cNjtoOfOfoi.r50a^ooo^rotour3Lnuno^csjcNioor~«. <v5<Loto^ur50or~«.i— i^ocsjoo^' — i 

ursun^i— leoo^'— luncsjooo^tooo^foursroo— r~~Ofour>ooo •&‘9- to un urs -fe^ ^ •&‘9- ^ •— ' 
r— itours*— lOtoo^ununo^^otoLOcsjo^oo '^tor^ o^uno^ to csj^ 

o^^oo^'— ’uotO' — iOuno^^o^csjr-Hr~~or^ur3»— looo^ro O'— 'r^toooro csj^oo to csjto 

— H csj o o o uTj cNirorocsjr~~oooO'— 'csi<v 5 roi.r 5 toco <v 5 rounr~~oo •— ir^csj un r^ro 

CSJ — I —H 1-H .&<5- .-Hi— I .-HCSJ.-H.-H— It— ll-H— I— HCNI— I t— I.-H ^ CSJ — I CSJ —I -fe^ ^ — | — , — | — | —I —I 

'&< 9 - -fe^ -fe^ -fee- -fe^ -fee- -fe^ -fee- -fe^ -fe^ -e.^ •&❖ 


cour 3 csyjrH.^^csjto^r~Hco— io^rH.^csjtotor~HO— 'cocsjtour 5 toocsjcorH.coor~HrH». — i 
OO^OCOrH-tOtO^^COCsJCsJ^OOtOtOUrtCOCOCOCsJ— hO OOOtOOOOtOuTSiJ^^COCOCsJCsgcsJ— I 

cocsjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsyj— I— I— I— (r-H— I— I— I— I— ( OOOOOOOOOOOOOOO 

COCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCOCO cocococsjcsjcsjcsgcsjcsjcsgcsjcsjcsgcsjcsj 


^^ocsjtoococounoo^ooocotour 3 i.r 5 unocsjcsjoor~H— icototo^uooorH.— i^ocsjoo' — i 
uoun^— 'COO'— 'uncsjoocr>tooo^cour3coo-HrH.o^cr>ot — ocouoooo -fee- to ucj un ^ ^ -fee- ^ — i 
— Htoun— i^rH.to— 'O— 'Otooununo^otouncsjooo'— 'O^— i^tocH. ouno to csj^ 

O^OOnHunto— 'Ouno^ocsj— irH.orH.un— looococoo— 'rH.toooco csj^oo to csjto 

— I CSJ o o rn. o un •&'9- csjcococsjrH.oooo— Hcsjcocountoco •&'9- cocounrH.oo — irH.csj un rH.ro 

CsJ — I -H -H —I— I — ICSJ— I— l-H— I— l-H— ICSJ-H— I— I -fee- CSJ —I CSJ ^ -H ^ _ r-H -H —I —I —I 

^ ^ ^ •&' 9 - ■&' 9 - 


rouncsjrH.^^csjto^rH.ro— 'Orn.^— iorH.^csjtotorH.— I— Hrocsjtoi.ntoocsjrorH.roorH.rH.— I 
ooooorH.toto^^cocsjcsj— loototounrocococsj— loooootooootounun^rococsjcsjcsj. — i 
rocsjcsjcsjcsjcsicsjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsjcsj— '— I— I— I— I— H— I— I— H— I— lOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO 
ro Co” CO Co" CO CO Co" CO CO CO Co” CO* Co” CO Co" Co” Co” CO Co” Co” Co" Co” Co” Co" Co” Co” Co" CSyT Csj” Csj" CsJ CSJ Csj" CsJ Csj” Csj" CsT Csj” Csj" 


ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo 



CO.— lununococouncsjcsjcsjoco 
rn.— loocococo^oo— '.-HCsj^rH. 

Oco^PH-ocorH.— looooooo 

OCsJ-HuncsjCsIO^CsJ^COCsJCsJ 

— icocoocococsjrocoocococo 
COCOCOCOCOCOCOOOCOOOOOOOCO 


csjocotocsj^rn.tO’-Huntoocsj. — i 
tocounto— 'O^unototocsj^— ' 
OHH^untO’-HOtorn.^o^csjo 

CsJOCsJtOCOOOO— icsjtoooocsj^ 
cocsjroococsjcsjcsjroocsj— irocsj 
OOOOCOOOOOCOOOOOCOOOOOCOOOOO 


untooocoounrocsjuntorH.^ 
I — ^CsJ-hOCsJ-h-h— lOCsJ^ 
tOCOO’-HCSJr-H— II I 

uncsjcoocsjcocococoocsjco 
— icoo.— icococsjroco'— icsjro 
COOOOOCOOOOOCOOOOOCOOOOO 


822056 SPRING MILL EMP FED CR UNION $0 $2,904 $153,460 $2,904 $153,460 
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oor^ CTi rooo^oo<x>o^ocNioocNio oounr^i— ioooir~~oooO' — lO o 

<V5 cT) oo ^ ^ ro o CT) -fee- to t — T— I -fee- oooocn^crjcsjoocNi^i— II — csj 

r^i— I lO r— i<v5^ ^un ^csjOT ^i— i<v5for~~oofocNjur5ur50ioo ' 

r^csj ^ csjuTsr^ csjo ocsjr^ csj^csjr^r~~tocsjr~«o^*— ir— ir^ un 

oOi— I ^ oofo roosjo^ <v 5 oo<or^r~~^^'— lurseocoi— ' 


•— i^ocsjooor~~r^o^tour 3 ^< 0 '— ' 0 ^^<v 50 <ounr^csj>— loifooor^tounioo^ 
o oo -fee- oo -fee- toursuncvjT— iooctjctjoooooo ^ \ — r^^^^rocsj-nooooooo ^ 
0^00 oo oooooooooooooor~~r^r~~r^r^ r~~r^r~~r^r~~r^r~~r~«r^<Otoco to 

CNJCNI CSI CNICSJCSICNJCtJCSJCtJCSJCtJCSJCSICNJ CSJCSICNJCNICSJCtJCSJCNJCNJCNJCSICtJ CSJ 

^ 4 ^ 4ifi - 4 ^ 4ifi - ^ ^ ^ ^ 4 ^ 


oor^^o^'— icooo^ootoo^ocsjoocsjoooounr^T— 'ooo^r~~oooO'— lOuno 

COCTJOOOOOO^^OO 4^4^ O 4T> 4^ tO 1 ^ — >-H 4^ OOOOOOO^^CTJCsJOOCNI^i— iP^OOCsJ 

r~~i— loounooi— ico^ ^un ^csyjo^ r^^i-HCocor~~oococsjur 5 ur 50 ^ootO'— ' 

r~~csjcsyj^csyjcsjur 3 r^ csgo oosjr^ csjcsyj^csjr^r~~tocsjr^ 0 ^^i-Hr^csjij^ 

oo >— I -fee- ^ 4^ r^i — I — ooco coosjcTj 4^ coootor^i^ — luncoooi— I ^ \ — 

4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 


•— i^^csj— Hoor~~r^o^tour 3 ^tO'— i 0 ^^cootounr~~csj— HO^<v 5 oor~«tour 5 unun^ 
oooooooootoursuncsji— iooo^o^oooooooor~~r^^^^cocsji— iooooooooor~«. 
O^oooooooooooooooooooooor~~r^r~~r^r~^r^r~~r^r~~r^r~~r^r~~r^r~«tototototo 

csg CSJ csg CSJ csg CSJ CsT csj" CsT csj" Csj" csj" Csj" csj" Csj" csj" CsJ csj" Csj" csj Csj" csj" Csj" csj" CsJ Csj" csj" Csj" csj" csj" csj csj 
4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 


oooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo 

4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 4 ^ 



coo^oor^cor~~o^cocoo^ 
csji— i^cotoooooi — o^cr> 
CsJO^O^tOOOCOOCsJOi— ICO 
0 ^ 1 — loo^cocsjcoco^^to 
CsJCOOsJi— ICOCSJCOCOCOCOO 
OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO 


oo^ctjctji — csjoi^ — tocr>o 

lO^i— lO^r^Or^^^co^ 
CSJt— I^CO^OOOO— It— Itoco 
to— Huncsjtooooosj^oooo 

OCOCsJCOOOl— lOsJCOOsJ— I 

OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO 


ursi— lootoooo^i— loooo— I 
csjootor~«— Hto^uTj^to 
o^ooor~«to--iuncounto 

COOCOOCO^CSJCOI— ICSJ 

OCSJOCOCOCOCOCOCOCO 

OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO 


833133 UNITED NATIONS ECU $0 $2,672 $142,770 $2,672 $142,770 
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O^T— H<x>CNiij^oocsjro'— 'oooooio^oour3ooooo^^unr~~roi— i<x>Lr50iOLnun ^un r~«.tocsjunun 

cooooyjursursursr^uncsjuo— lO^csjuocsicsjrouno^oouncsjr^un— Hrocsj<£>roun or^ roroosjij^oo 

lun^uno^iLotooO'— ICO— 'fo<v5^o^o^<LOfo<v5ununur3csjo^ cocsj moo^unurs 

r~~oo^eo^or^csjoocor~«.our3oooo^oooir~^oo^cotooo^^oroo oor^ rocsj<v5r— ict) 

^oooyj^o^r~«i— itouTj— iiOi— lococsjco— ir^oO'— ifoo^oours'— I t— I— H cooo ^to r^r^coo^ 

-fe^ ^ ^ ^ ^ -fee- -fe^ -fei?- 


o^cocsjcNi^r~«i— iunfocsj^four 3 rofor~~csjcNio^cor^co^^Our 5 ^oocooocsjooocsjfo^— 1 ^ 

^^^^eocNji— loooo^o^oor^r^urscrsun^^fo^vjrorofocsjcsj^— lO •&‘9- oo •&‘9- to cn un ro 
totototototototototoununursununursuounursuounursununursununursuoun 

CSJCSJCSJCNJCNJCNJCNICSICNICSJCSJCSICSJCSJCNICSJCSJCSICSJCSJCSICSJCSJCSICSJCSJCSICSJCSJCSI CSJCSI CSJCSICSJCSJCSI 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ •&I 9 --&I 9 - ^ 


o^»— HtocNitnoocsjro'— ioooooi0^ootr3ooooo^^unr~~roi— itour50^0ur5unr~~^unor~«.tooyjunur5 
to oo csj uo lO uo uo cNi uo — i ^ csj uo csi csj oo uo oo uo csj uo >— i oo o>j to oo to oo oo oo csj to oo 

O^tO— Hr^tO— itO^tOO^tOtOOO'— ii— ICO'— lOOOO^O^O^tOOOOOtOtOtOCsJO^^tOCSj^OOOO^tOtO 
r~~oo^oo^Or^csjootor^OtOoooo^ooo^r~~OO^totooo^^OooOOyjoor^OyjoocsjoO'— 'O^ 
^oocsj^o^r^i— itoto— itOi— lOtocNioo— ir^oo— looo^ooto—ii— I— loooo •&‘9- ^ to •&‘9- r~«. to o ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 


o^tooyjcNi^r~«*-Huooocsj^ootooooor~~csjcsjo^tor^to^^Oto^ootoor~~csjooocsjoo^'— 
^^^^oocNji— ioooo^oioor~«.r^tOtOto^^oooooooooocsjctj— Hr— ioo^o^oooor~«.totOtooo 

tOtOtOtOtOtOtOtOtOtOtOtOtOtOtOtOtOtOtOtOtOtOtOtOtOtOtOtOtOtO^^^^^^^^^ 
OsT OsJ OsT CnT CNI CnT CsT CsT CsT csj" CsT ctj OsT CsT CsT OsJ CsT CsT OsT CSJ csj" OsT csj csj" OsT csj csj" OsJ csj" csj" Osj" csj" csj Osj" csj csj" OsJ csj" csj" 


ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo 



o^oocsjr~«oo^oototooo 

O^O^OOCsIO^uO^tO^O 

0 ^oor~~oootor^ 0 ioocsj 

CSJCSJOOOCSJCSIOOOOCSJCSJ 

OOOOOOOOOCSJOOCSJOOOO 

OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO 


OOOOOOOOtOO^CsJOO^^ 
toooooootoo^tor^^oo 
r~«.csjuooooo^^oitoto 
OCSJOSJCSJCSJO^I — coco 
CNiOOCOCOCO— icsji — loocsj 
OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO 


COtO— lOO^OOO— Itoo^ 
csjo^rotor~~cocotO'— ii— I 
t— ICSyjT— li— luOOOtO—IOOOO 
COCsJt— icsjoocotocoo^co 
COCOCOCOCOCOCsJr— icsjfo 
OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO 


tr 5 co^csjr~«.o^too^csj 

^OCOtOtOtOO^OOO^ 

totocooocooicocsjoo 

— Hocsjunr^rocsjoocsj 

cococo—HCsjrococsjro 

OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO 


832681 MIDWEST INDEPENDENT BANK $0 $2,433 $51,784 $2,433 $51,784 
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<x>0^r~~O'— i^oouTj^vjr^^, — 'touni-HursocsjoocNjoifo^'— I 
ocsj^r^o^oooyjooo^oo^ooo^^i.r50foo^oo<x>csj<x>o^o oo un ■ 

csjcNi<v5un.— ioo^foo^oo<x>oofOfo<x>o^oounfooooi.ncsj^o eo'—'O^ooi^ 

•— iro— HoooyjO’~'oocNjto<v5four3csjcsjfoo^unur3ror^csi>— <ocsj oocnjctji— lunoo 

•— ioour3^o^^ooi.r5ooto<x>'— 'T— icsjcsjo^oo— H^r~~unocsjr~^ o^ursunr^tooo 

— Ir-H-H.— <V9->— ' -fee- r-H— Hr-H.— ..-H— I.— I—H.— ICSJr— l-fee-.— I— Ir-H-te- ^ r-H .— I .— I ^ 

«<5- «<5- '«ie- 


ooo<x>oiooto<x>oo^r^fooofoo<£>founoour3CNicsjro<x>cNicsji~HtocNio^toocsj 
<v5csjcsj,— I— H i— iooo^o^oor^r~~r^ur3un^csjcsjcsj— Hoo^o^o^o^oooor^r^r^to 

^^^^^^^^<V5fOfOfOfOfOfOfOfOfOfOfOfOfOCNJCSJCSJCNICNJCNJCNICSICNICsJ 

CSJCNICSJCSICNJCNICSJCSICSJCNICSJCSICNJCNICSJCSICNJCNICSJCSICNJCNICSJCSICNJCNJCNICNJCSICNICSICSJ 


<x>o^r~HOT— i^ooi.r5<v5r'H.— II— i^to^oofor^— 'touTSi— lursoosjoocNioifo^'— I 
ocsj^i — cr>oooyjoocr>ocr>ooo^^unofocr>oo<X)csj<x>criO -fee- cn cn oo <yj un — < 
cNjcsj<v5un— ioo^foo^oo<x>oofOfo<x>o^ooun<v5ooouncsj^o eoi— 'O^OO^^ 

I— iro— Hoocsjo— Hoocsjto<v5fi-5uncNicsjroo^i.r5ur3ror~Hcsj — hocsj ooojo^i— lunoo 

I— iooi.r3^0^^ooi.nooto<x>'— I t— icsjcsjo^oO'— '^r~Hi.nocNir~H o^urjunr^tocc 

-Hi— l-Hi— l-fee-i— l-fee-i— l-fee-i-H— li— 1 — Hi— l-Hi— I— li— ICSJi— l-e^i— I— li— l-e^ ^ i— I i— I -&<=► — I ^ 


ooo<.oo^ooto<£>oo^rH.fooofoo<x>founooi.r3csicsjro<x>csicsj— HtocNio^toocsj 
<v5csjcsji— I— ii— iooo^0^oor^rH.rH.ur5un^cNicsjcsj— HOO^OiO^O^oooor^rH.r^to 

^^^^^^^^fOfOfOfOfOfOfOfOfOfOfOfOfOfOOyJCSICSJCNICNICNJCSICNICSICsJ 
csT CsT OsJ CsT OsT CsT OsT CsT OsT CsT OsT CsT OsT CNI csj" csT cnT CsT OsT CsT OsT CNI CSJ CsT OsT cnT cnT cnT CNI CNI CNI CSJ 


oooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo 



^ooursi— i^un— Hun^vjp'H.o 
untour30^<x>ooi.r5rH.rH.oo<x> 

^OTrH.oo^urjcsjrorH.rH.rH. 

CNjcsj<v5csjcsjro<X>fOOyjrofO 

csjroforo<v5csjoro<v>fO<v5 

cococococococooocococo 


Otooo^oocsjH^O^oo^ 
to<x>i.r5rH.t— i<x>o^otooo 
oiunrH.^o^foo^^i.ncsjro 
to<v5fi-5<X>0^rH.o^csjro<X>fO 
OiTOfO— ICNI— HOiTOrOOfO 

cocococooocococooococo 


<x>>— lOOtO— 'Ol — OOfO^ 
ciiT— 'oorn-toco^o^— H— I 
o^unr^.o^eo'— itorHifooo 
I — csicr>ix>CNiocsjcr)i — oo 
csjro— ii— leoeorocNji— lO 
cooococococooococooo 


832601 SAFE CREDIT UNION $0 $2,257 $202,522 $2,257 $202,522 
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ocNiootounor^o^’— ' <v5^r— lursootourscsji — looror^ooo^o to urs ooto'-nro 

tooouTjr^oO'— ito^r^ ^vjcsjrooouno^too^o^totoO’— to o to ' 

tocNior^— 'O^to^ •— loO' — iooo^^oOuno^rofoo^»-H urs rt— ntoto 

O’-HuOi— iuno^r^r~~T— I csjoor^toootoforotoosjoo^oooo r~^ i— i^r~«.to 

CNii.noo^r~«.to^O^ r~~ootOfor^'— '<v5r^oo— O O r^csjooro 

T— I I-H I— I ^ ^ — I —H ^ ^ ,—1 — I ^ ,— 1 —I ^ ^ ^ ^ .— 1— I ^ .— 1 

-fe^ •&❖ -fee- -fe^ -fee- «<5- -fee- -fee- -fe^ V9- -fe^ -fe^ -fee- «<5- 


r~~Lr3000eour5^'— 'toroctjo^r~«.ooyjoor^ur30to— Htofo<v5csjr^csjT— ioour50ur30oor~~ooi 
^ ^ ^^^^cr>cr>o^oor^ t — totototounun^^^^roirorocsj -fee- — ' ^ -h o o o g 

CSJCNJ CNJCtJCSICtJCSJCSJCSICSJCSJ CSJCSJCSICSJCSJCSICSJCSJCSICSJCSJCtJCSJCSJCSI CSJ CSJ CSICSJCSJCSI 

^ 


—I cr> 
cr> r~«. 
urs <v5 
o' 
cr> cr> 


— lO^r^eoOctjootouoor^O’— lursootourscsji— loot'^r^ooooootounursoooto*— ifo 
cr>r~»ur3^^tooounr^oO'— '0^1 — i — focsjrooounotocrjototoo-Hun ^ — itOr— icDOCDOtOr-H 
urs^vjcsjcNicNjtocNiOr^— lO^to^'— I— Hoo^ooo^oounocoroo'— I — lo^i— luOr— ii— i— ntoto 

^OOsjcNjcNjO'— luOi— iuno^r^r~~T— icsicsjoor^toootofocotoosjoo^oooo csjo^csir~~csji— i^r^to 

cr> cr> cNiunocDi — to^o^ ^ t — ootOfoi — i— i<v5i — oo— h^i — ^ro ^ o ^ o -fe^ i — csj ro ro 

I I— l^r— Hr-H-H— I —I -H t 

^ -ts^ ^ -ts^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 


r~~un^r^eoeoun^i— itococsior^r^csjoor^unoto^tofofocsjr^csj— ioooi^unur30oor~~oo 
ursunurs^^cNi^'— ii— ia^o^CT5oor~«.r^r~~totototounur3^^^^fo<v5roctj>— l•—^I— I t— looooo 

CSJ CSj” CSj” CsT CSJ CSJ*" CSJ CSJ CSJ CSJ CSj” CSj" CSj” CSj” CSJ CSj” CSj” CSj" CSj” CSJ CSJ CSj” CSj” CSj" CSj” CSj” CSJ CSJ CSj” CSj" CSj” CSj” CSJ CSJ csj” csj" csj” csj” csj" 


ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo 



otocooo^to^tor^o 
— cr>eO'-Hi— lOfooto 
ooor~~oooO'— 'Otooo 
to— looofoountoforo 
Ocsjcsjcsjeo'-Hcsicsiforo 
cococococococooocooo 


ooocsjur5tor~~ur5fo>— lO 
ois~csj^tor~~csjtoun^ 
rooooooursoofooo 
ro,— i^O^ro— H^csjcsjro 
•— irococsjro— icsjrocsjro 

oooocooooocooooocooo 


oorounour5unr~~ooo 

rocsjo^toor^csj^ror— I 

^ooursocourstoo— 'O 
otoi^csjunr^o^co^o 
I— icsjoroo— '■— icoroi— I 
oocooooocooococoooco 


csj^untoounoooo 
otoo-nr^unor^i — 
urs— ioor~~ois~ooooo 

OCSJCSI^OOCSJCOOCSI 

cororocsjcsjrococsjro 

cooooocooooocooooo 


832794 COMMUNITY FINANCIAL CREDIT UNION $0 $2,097 $146,735 $2,097 $146,736 
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csjoocsjr^r^tor~~oocsio^fo^or~~Our 3 roocNiun^^unoooor^co 
cTJCTj^un-H^uni— itoto^o-H to ^ ^unoto<o>— icsjcsj— icsieooo 

^too^oir~~fo<ocsjoO'— lOCTiO^ —H r^r^<v 5 fooocsio^^^ur 5 ^ 

O^O^r~~CT)»— icsj— iunooo^— Hcsjr^ <V 5 O'— 'csji^oo^O^roo^O^^oj 

oocNir~~fooocsjo^oocNiOfoo fo csjr'~.<v50ur5C'>jooo^otoeo 

•fee-.— '•fee-'— csj — l•&❖'~lCVJ•&e■.— I— -I -fee- — I 

• 6 ' 9 - V 9 - -fee- -fee- -fee- -fee- «< 5 - -^e- 


tounoooo^'— loooooun^C'jr'^'— ir'~r'«.<oO'— 'OuTSi — iocnioooocsjoo 
ooooor~~r'»<otour5^<v5fofOfoOyjcsj — ^0000000 00 001 ^ 1^0 •&'9- to ^ 
o^ o_ o^ o_ o^ o_ o^ o_ o^ o_ o^ o_ o^ o_ o^ o_ o^ o_ o^ o_ o^ o_ o^ o_ o^ o o o o_ o^ 

CNJC'>JCSJCSICNJC'>JCSJCSICNJC'>JCSJCSICNJC'>JCSJCSICNJC'>JCSJCSI'— !•— I— It— I t— I.— I.— I.— I i— I t— l 


csjoocsjr'«.r'~tor~~oocsjOfo^or~~Otnroocsjtn^^unoooor'»toootoo^o 
oo^un— i^urst— itoto^o-H ^ to ^ ^unootor— icsjcsj— lojooootoo^— i 
^tooor~~fotocsioO'— 'OOO t— I r~~r'«.<v5fooocsjo^^^ur5^our50'— I 

oor~~o— HCNi— Hunooo— Hcsjr~~ o O'— lOyji^oo^Ofooo^csit— loO'— ito 

oocNir~~fooocsjo^oocNiOfoo o csjr'~.<v50tncsiooo^otooo to o 

•&e-'— l-fe^'— l-fee-'— l-H'— l-H'— l-H'— I— I CSJ -H«<=k-HCSI-&e-'— I•&e■•&l9•-H'— I ^ _| ^ _| 


touTJOOOO^'— 'oooooun^csjr~~'— ir~~r'«.toO'— lOurs'— lootiooooocsjoo 
ooooor~~r''»tototn^<v 5 foofoOyjcsj'-— 1000000000001 ^ 1 ^ 000 ^^ 

■R. ‘R. ®.. ®.. ‘R. ‘R. ®. ®.. ®.. ‘R. 

csj" CsT OsT CsT OsT CsT OsT CsT csj" CsT OsT CsT OsT CNI OsT CNI CnT CsT OsT CsT t—l '— r '— 1 '— r '— 1 '— l" t— I '— I ' — I '— r '— r T— I 


oooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo 




OOOsJOOOOOOOOO^O 
r~~ 00 '— locsjooooo^ 
^'— ICSJO^'-HOOCSJOO 
CSJCSJCSJCSIOOOOCSJOO 
OfOOfOO'— lOOO' — ICSJ 
OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO 


P''.'— ir'«.csjcsio^ooO'— lOO 
^ 00 ^ 0 — H^oO'— iro 
unoO'— 'ur3csjcsj^^r'«.oo^ 
roofoo^ocsj^ooor'* 
roosj'— icsjroofo — hoocni 
OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO 


csjO'— lor'^r^'O^founo 
<v 5 csjoor'~-ooti'— icNicsjo 

CSJ' — ICOO^CSJOIOOOOO 
O'— ICOOOCOCSJ^COI — CO 
OCOCO'— ICOCOCSICSIOCO 
OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO 


821561 HAMLER STATE BANK $0 $1,947 $132,904 $1,947 $132,904 
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urs un <x> CO 
-H <o -H « 3 - 

o ^ ^ 


<o oo csi o oo o 

lO ^ CO ro 

o — T o' un o' — T 

CTi csj ^ ro csj 


csj^ro o^^ocNiOyjor^cor~«.un^^cNi>— i<o^ 
urs oo -fe^ oco^fo^csjunurstoooo^'— 'r~~r^ro 
ooto ^ooounr'^uotooiofocsjor^urso'— I 

ocoun fo<v5000ootour3r~«.tooyjooor~~^o 

— <ro^ csj<v 50 unr~~<oocsjr^csjcsjtocsjr~~ur 50 










CSJ CSJ GO O CNI 

■fe^ o cr> un 
.— I -fe^ 


ocsjooO'— I'— <or^r~«.roocoooorocNiocsjtoour5focsjo^ooio^ur3csj* 

csj csj — H o o oo <o CO ur> ^ ^ •&‘9- rocsicsjr— ior~~r^r^r~~r^touniOun^^c 

OOOO cocooooooooo cooooo oooooooooor~~r~«.r^r~~r~«.r^r~~r~«.r^r~~r~«.r 




^ -fe^ -fe^ 




■fe^ -fee- -fe^ 


O ^ ^ r 


.ooroooootooo 




. lO to O lO c 


. lO cr> I— I r 


H •fe'?- -fe^ - 


H «< 9 - 


1 


OOOOOoooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooor~~r^r^r~~ 


ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo 


; o 2 ' 

1 _l LU . 

• <C ! 


- <C C2 
•5 CC ^ 


3b, 


cc 


og: 


5 o 

«ai ^ llj 


'■ 5i 

J ^ 


o • 
^ : 




: o ^ : 


: s ^ o o g c 


) cC CQ O <C . 


; 3 ®3 ^ ^ i 


I o 5o: ^ llj o ^ 


^^gSSgggg^ 

38is§^&5Sgg 

^^CO — ‘=>'^ = 02 
<CC/?Li__ 3 Sq_<C^OOS 


• ^ 

; ^ 

) o ^ 


sg 

, •=*: S 


ta: o o o S 


ocooyjtouTj*— i^ouncoo^^ro' — icoooc 
oo— HOOCNior^fOioroi 0 ^r~~^rooyj— H* 
~ Tur 5 tocooootor~«.r~«.o^r ~ 


i<oor^oor~«.^<ocsjooootooo^to^cocNior~«.un 
•coiocsioco'— itocofooor^r^ooor^ocsjr— lOio^ 
iooooooyjr~«.oocsjunoooo^coiocNiorof"' - — 
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815517 MEMBERS FIRST CU OF FLORIDA $0 $1,694 $104,428 $1,694 $104,428 
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828512 EMERALD GROUP CU INC $0 $1,558 $75,318 $1,558 $75,318 
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828760 M & T BANK EDUCATIONAL LENDING $0 $1,418 $1,418 
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824122 WISCOR CREDIT UNION $0 $1,250 $75,351 $1,250 $75,351 
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813509 M & T BANK EDUCATIONAL LENDING $0 $1,113 $31,832 $1,113 $31,832 
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801897 FITZSIMONS COMMUNITY FCU $0 $977 $59,241 $977 $59,241 
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831022 L. C. E. FEDERAL CREDIT UNION $0 $880 $39,863 $880 $39,863 
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833704 THE BANK OF THE RIO GRANDE NA $0 $795 $38,745 $795 $38,745 
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[Whereupon, at 1:38 p.m., the committee was adjourned.] 
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